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ciation of Boys’ Clubs—a deser- 
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dence in this country’s future 
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many boys go astray. 
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We already have 2,000 clubs. 
We must open 1,000 more over 
the next few years. 
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CURRENT TOPICS 


The Fixed Penalty Game CONTENTS 


THE article we published last week under the above title CURRENT TOPICS : 
received widespread publicity and drew a statement from The Fined Ponsity Game—Legel Ald—Public lmage—Nen- 
Scotland Yard criticising the estimate given of 15,000 {2 
penalty tickets unaccounted for and stating that since last 
September 42,000 such tickets had been issued, of which COUNTRY PRACTICE : 
60 per cent. were paid before proceedings started; 2,800 5 ae re aR Ce Sf 
cases had been taken to court and 6,000 more were in the THAT UNRULY CLOG “56 
prosecution pipeline. Only some 2,500 were unaccounted LANDLORD AND TENANT NOTEBOOK : 
for. In the absence of published official figures our contri- Negligence of Independent Contractor . 
butor based his estimate on one made last November by a 
Government spokesman in the Lords, namely, that fixed 
penalty tickets would be issued at the rate of 9,700 a month ee ee 
with the arrangements then operating (Hansard (Lords), LEGAL AID IN CRIMINAL CASES 
17th November, 1960, col. 718). With the warden force 
more than doubled and the area of operation greatly extended 
it was reasonable to assume that the number of tickets sean oh 1 
issued would be between 70,000 and 100,000 in eight months. NOTES OF CASES: 
In fact since last September some 42,000 {2 fixed penalty raging = ee of Disoabibs 
tickets had been issued and since varying later dates some cui ties hentia d eis 
43,000 10s. excess charge parking tickets in respect of meters (County Court: Application of Slip Rule) 
in Westminster and St. Pancras. Between the end of Henty & Constable (Brewers), Ltd. v. Inland Revenue 
October, 1960, and 15th April, 1961, 41,000 of the latter aan ee ie lah 
variety have been issued in Westminster and passed by the veyance on Sale”) .. ; .. : 
police to the City Council. Of these some 70 per cent. were Jones ». Lionite Specialities (Cardiff), Ltd. 
paid within twenty-one days, and excuses were accepted by OT eee pee 
the council in respect of some 2 to 3 per cent., leaving some Knight v. Leamington Spa Courier, Ltd. 
28 per cent.—or over 11,800—requiring process and passed (Factory : Dangerous Machinery Being Cleaned) 
back to the police ; of these we understand that by 19th May Lioyds Bank, Ltd. v. Lake 
over 2,200 had been considered as unsuitable for further apg —— Breaches : Liabilities of Lessee 
action. The proportions were much the same in the case of Martin Gale & Wright vy. Buswell 
St. Pancras. We do not claim that we have necessarily "SE ee, le ae ee 
unearthed all the facts. We are sorry if our article added atasts & Dinasett, £06. o. Seecgh 1. Masnamel, 246. 
to the confusion surrounding this subject. What is clear is (Sale of Goods : C. & F. Contract: Implied Terms) .. 
that the present scale of non-payments is causing administra- R. v. Martin 
tive problems to the courts if not to the police. If motorists Pe or en ee 
come to believe that non-payment of a fixed penalty may a 
result in a fine of less than {2 by the court, or the dropping (Dangerous Driving : Mechanical Defect) 
of the matter altogether, more may withhold prompt payment. Sanderson v. National Coa! Board 
Any fall in the proportion who pay fixed penalties before a sen Ngan gad is: cae chase, Ally et peated 
summons issues will increase enforcement difficulties. Tipeeee RPS, BA. « Cueperation oF Tetany Gate of 
Hitherto these problems may not have been fully appreciated. (Pilotage : Thames Passenger Boats) 
Wyatt v. Wyatt 

(Divorce: Failure to Disclose Adultery) .. 


Legal Aid POINTS IN PRACTICE 
Tue Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949 (Commencement SS ae 


No. 10) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 554), extends the provisions 
of Pt. I of the Legal Aid and Advice Act to “ proceedings for 
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or relating to an affiliation order . or an order under the 
Matrimonial Proceedings (Magistrates’ Courts) Act, 1960,” 
and to “proceedings under the Guardianship of Infants 
Acts, 1886 and 1925,” in magistrates’ courts as well as to 
proceedings under the Small Tenements Recovery Act, 1838, 
and to appeals heard at quarter sessions relating to affiliation 
orders. The order follows Sched. I to the Act of 1949 in 
the wording by which the aided proceedings are described. 
It is clear that, by virtue of the use of the words “ for or 
relating to” an affiliation or matrimonial order, parties to 
proceedings to vary, revoke, revive and enforce such orders 
can be legally aided, but the position is not so clear in respect 
of orders made under the Guardianship of Infants Acts, as 
the words “ relating to’ such an order are not used. Pro- 
ceedings to obtain an order under those Acts and to vary or 
revoke one are conferred by the Acts themselves and thus 
can clearly have the benefit of legal aid, but the only power 
to revive such an order derives from s. 53 of the Magistrates’ 
Courts Act, 1952. Also the powers to enforce such an order 
come under the Children Act, 1948, s. 53, the Magistrates’ 
Courts Act, 1952, ss. 54 and 74, and the Maintenance Orders 
Act, 1958, Pt. II. It is accordingly arguable that proceedings 
to revive or enforce an order made under the Guardianship 
of Infants Acts are not “ proceedings under” those Acts. 
We have not looked into the question whether the grant 
of legal aid in the former proceedings can be challenged by 
the other side, nor do we speculate as to whether legal aid 
would be granted to one spouse for proceedings in the High 
Court for a declaration that the grant of legal aid to the other 
spouse in summary proceedings to enforce or revive a guardian- 
ship order was illegal. Further, if the auditor of the Legal 
Aid Fund successfully challenged the expenditure of money 
in the latter proceedings, would the Compensation Fund, 
we wonder, be usable to reimburse the other fund ? 


Public Image 


REGULAR readers will know that for many months we have 
been advocating greater publicity for the profession. We are 
glad that at last this direction have been taken. 
A word of warning at this stage may be appropriate. As 
publicity is increased it is vital that all members of the 
profession, whether in The Law Society’s Hall or elsewhere, 
We must be sure 
right sort of publicity. One way to 
achieve this is answering frankly and sympathetically 
asked by and others seeking information 
about the profession. An illustration of the wrong sort of 
publicity was given last week by Time and Tide in an article 
which we reproduce on p. 459 of this Subject to 
qualifications on detail the right sort is seen in the book 
sponsored by The Law and published this week, 
entitled “ The Services of a Solicitor,’ by H. J. B. CocksnHutt 
(Hodder and Stoughton, Ltd., 2s. 6d.). As the intention of 
this book is, in commercial jargon, to sell the profession to 
the public, we asked an informed layman to describe the effect 
which this book had on him. He writes: ‘‘ This readable 
little book, prepared under the auspices of The Law Society, 
is designed to draw the attention of the layman to the 
numerous circumstances in which it may be advantageous 
to consult a solicitor. It is, frankly, a ‘ commercial’ for the 
profession, but nevertheless contains much that is of value 
for its own sake. The first and shorter of the two sections 
into which the book is divided explains in general terms what 
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a solicitor is and how to acquire one, gives a formidable list 
of the matters with which he may be called upon to deal and 
stresses the ‘ friend of the family ’ aspect of his work and the 
reasonableness of his charges. (Would all clients agree ?) 
Unfortunately the advice given on the choice of a solicitor 
is less helpful than it might be. The author counsels personal 
recommendation and the use of the local law list. Even the 
most versatile of practitioners can hardly be equally at home 
with the law on ancient lights, hire purchase, insurance, 
companies, forestry, clubs, taxation and slander, to name 
only a few of the subjects mentioned. The choice of a 
solicitor must surely be governed by the purpose for which 
one wishes to instruct him. In a traffic mishap or a boundary 
fence dispute the advantage may lie with a local man 
conversant with conditions in the district and with the 
personalities of the officials at the town hall and the magistrates’ 
court. On the other hand, taxation matters may be best 
handled by a firm large enough to run a specialised tax 
department which can keep au fait with the vagaries of the 
all-important “ Revenue’s practice,’ and one could scarcely 
become involved in such matters as patents, restrictive 
trade practices and company formation without having 
already acquired a legal adviser. The latter part of the book 
deals in some detail and often in dramatic form with various 
types of predicament in which a client may find himself. The 
illustrations given and their manner of presentation are for the 
most part highly entertaining, although the device of having 
two solicitors discussing somewhat patronisingly the short- 
comings of their clients is perhaps not best calculated to 
endear the profession to those whom it is hoped to attract 
as clients. In his enthusiasm for his subject the author 
sometimes contrives to invest the solicitor with a rather 
spurious aura of infallibility and frequently spoils the effect 
of a well-told cautionary tale by a gratuitous ‘ plug.’ More 
than one chapter ends with an admonitory exhortation such 
as ‘ When did you last consult a solicitor?" On the whole, 
though, this book, with its very attractive front cover, fulfils 
its aims and constitutes a very good half-crown’s worth.” 


Non-feasance 


EARLIER this year (p. 166) we remarked that we had 
searched in vain for any reference to non-feasance in the 
Highways (Miscellaneous Provisions) Bill at present before 
Parliament, its object being to give highway authorities 
additional powers in carrying out their responsibilities. 
The fault lay in the contents of the Bill and not in our 
searching. We welcome the introduction of a clause to 
prevent local authorities disclaiming civil liability for injuries 
arising from the non-repair of roads and bridges. At present, 
of course, a highway authority cannot be held liable for an 
injury to a user of the highway caused by wear and tear of 
the road. Someone injured by an accident brought about by 
a hole in the road as a result of failure to repair, or by the 
protrusion of a man-hole cover after the wearing away of the 
road, has no redress (see Maguire v. Liverpool Corporation 
[1905] 1 K.B. 767, and Thompson v. Brighton Corporation 
[1894] 1 Q.B. 332 (C.A.)). The new clause is only a first step 
, without prejudice to other available defences, local 
authorities are being given a statutory defence in recognition 
of the fact that country roads and lanes cannot be kept in as 
high a standard of repair as main roads. The provision 
stipulating that the change will operate from three years 
after the Bill's enactment seems unnecessarily dilatory. 
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* .. and I'll leave 
the residue to 


a worthwhile cause.” 


HAIG’S 
x FUND 


We would like to remind you that upon the 
regular replenishment of Haig’s Fund depends 
the existence of the largest welfare organisation 

in the world—the British Legion. The Legion’s 
responsibilities towards the ex-service community 
have steadily increased over the years and 

today commitments are heavier than ever before. 


More money is most urgently needed to carry on 
such vital work as the Legion’s Rehabilitation 
Scheme for disabled ex-servicemen, the 
maintenance of Country Homes, provision 

for war orphans, pensions and grants for 
ex-service people in distress. 


Please bring to your clients’ notice the extreme 
importance of legacies and bequests in favour 
of British Legion Haig’s Fund. 


BRITISH LEGION 
HAIG’S FUND 


(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1940) 


PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W.1 
Telephone: WHItehall 8131 
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a blind person cross the road. Which of us 
would not pause to do this kindness? The 
R.N.I.B. is ceaselessly at work helping the blind 
with training and friendship to cross the 
many roads of life and face its darkness with 
high courage. 

Please help this work by commending the 
R-N.1L.B. when you advise clients on the 
preparation of their wills. 


the helping hand 
for all Britain's blind 


THER ROYAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE FOR THE BLIND, 224 GT. PORTLAND STREET, LONDON, W.) 
(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
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THE ROYAL SOCIETY 
OF MEDICINE 


LES 


Patron: H.M. THE QUEEN 
Founded 1805; First Royal Charter 1834; 


Supplemental Charter 1907 


The Royal Society of Medicine is the leading, medical society 
in the world, and its activities cover the whole field of clinical 
medicine and surgery and the allied sciences. It provides for 
doctors and investigators throughout the country, and for 
others overseas, services on which research and practice largely 
depend. In particular, its library is the only really comprehen- 
sive medical library in the British Isles and is of vital, national 
importance. 

The Society is registered as a charity, and it receives no 
support from public funds. 

Those who have the cause of medical research and progress 
at heart cannot do better than support the Royal Society of 
Medicine by gift or legacy. These may be restricted or 
unrestricted as to use, both as regards capital and income; 
and they can perpetuate, in an appropriate place and manner, 
the memory of the donor or of someone whom the donor 
wishes to honour. 

Further particulars will be supplied gladly by Mr. R. T. 
Hewrrt, Secretary of the Society, 1 WimpoLe Street, LONDON, 
W.1. 











SIR WINSTON CHURCHILL URGES YOU TO 


HELP 30,000 LIMBLESS 
EX-SERVICEMEN 


Many of the 30,000 British Limbless ex-servicemen are com- 
pletely unable to help themselves. All ave gravely handicapped 
but none need lose hope, provided they are given help in 
conquering their disability. More money is urgently needed to 
acquire, maintain and equip homes in which they can be given 
a period of convalescence or care and comfort in their old age. 
Donations or legacies should be made to :— 
Major the Earl of Ancaster, T.D., CHAIRMAN OF APPEAL (S.J. 37) 
Midiand Bank Limited, 8? Charterhouse Street, E.C.! 


BRITISH LIMBLESS EX-SERVICEMEN’S ASSOCIATION 


(Registered in accordance with the National Assistance Act, 1948) 
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CENTURY 
BANKING 


CORPORATION LIMITED 


The Corporation specialises in the supply of short term 
finance to assist in all forms of industrial development 
including facilities for 


SHORT TERM MORTGAGES 


@ Mortgages on repayment basis for periods up 
to 5 years for amounts not exceeding £25,000. 


@ Static or ‘Interest only” mortgages for six 
monthly periods. 


@ Building finance for office blocks, shops and 
flats. 


Enquiries to: 
THE MORTGAGE DEPARTMENT, CENTURY HOUSE, BRIGHTON, | 
Telephone : Brighton 24227 & 23153 
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Even the civil law has its rogues’ gallery. The words of 
Iago recall such romantic names as Blenkarn, Edward 
Gandall, Wallis, Frank Cullis and the mysterious Esme 
Ellison, purported wife of Van de Borgh; they may lack 
the glamour and publicity of Crippen, Heath, Christie and 
their Chamber of Horrors friends, and never inspire ‘‘ musicals ”’ 
in their honour, but they all have a place of affection in the 
hearts of common lawyers. They are those “ personable 
strangers”’ who play a brief and fleeting but disastrous 
part in the lives of the plaintiff and defendant and then are 
gone, some to prison and some for good, leaving behind a 
pleasant tangle of affairs that happily only lawyers can 
unravel. Usually left behind are the two victims of the rogue’s 
fraud, one to be plaintiff and one to be defendant and neither 
deserving to lose. As Lord Cairns said in Cundy v. Lindsay 
(1878), 3 App. Cas. 459, at p. 463: ‘‘ My lords, you have 
in this case to discharge a duty which is always a disagreeable 
one for any court, namely, to determine as between two 
parties, both of whom are perfectly innocent, upon which of 
the two the consequences of a fraud practised upon both of 
them must fall.’’ 


The courts have been so anxious to see that justice is done 
in each particular case according to its facts that there is 
now a labyrinth of apparently conflicting authority through 
which only the keenest academic minds can detect a consistent 
rule. Even Sellers, L.J., gloomily remarked in the recent 
and important case of Ingram v. Little [1960] 3 W.L.R. 504, 
at p. 513: ‘I am conscious that our decision here will not 
have served to dispel the uncertainty.” 


Despite this last remark, the decision in Ingram’s case is 
of considerable interest and importance in relation to the 
whole subject of mistake in contract. In this first article 
it is proposed to examine the actual decision as found in the 
judgments of the case, including the views of the dissenting 
judge, and in the second article it is proposed to comment 
on the decision and examine briefly the different ways in 
which this problem involving two innocent parties might 
be solved. 

A man named Hutchinson 


In Ingram’s case the plaintiffs were three ladies who were 
the joint owners of a car which they wished to sell. In answer 
to an advertisement a gentleman calling himself Hutchinson 
came to see them. After preliminary negotiations he 
offered {717 for the car, and the lady who was negotiating 
on behalf of all the joint owners accepted this offer, believing 
this sum was to be paid in cash. At that moment, however, 
he produced his cheque book and the plaintiff, realising that 
he was proposing to pay by cheque, told him she would not 
in any circumstances accept a cheque, that she was only 
willing to sell the car for cash and that as far as she was 
concerned the deal was off. He then began to try and 
convince the plaintiff that he was in fact a highly reputable 
person, and to do this he gave his initials—P. G. M.—and his 
address. One of the plaintiffs at this stage went to 
the local post office and by referring to a telephone directory 
confirmed that a person by the name of P. G. M. Hutchinson 
in fact resided at the address given by the gentleman. Having 
heard this information, the plaintiffs decided to let him have 
the car in return for the cheque. They agreed to do this 
as they were under the impression that they were dealing 
with P. G. M. Hutchinson. The gentleman took the car and 
the usual pattern of events followed. The cheque was not 
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met as he was not in fact P. G. M. Hutchinson, and the car 
itself found its way into the hands of the defendant, who was 
a bona fide purchaser for value. The plaintiffs successfully 
contended before Slade, J., that the mistake as to the 
gentleman’s identity prevented the formation of a valid 
contract between him and the plaintiffs, that the contract 
was accordingly not voidable but void, and that the rogue 
had never had the property in the car to pass on to the 
defendant. On appeal Sellers and Pearce, L.JJ., held that, 
as the offer had been made solely to P. G. M. Hutchinson, the 
rogue was incapable of accepting it and the plaintiffs’ mistake 
prevented a contract being concluded. Devlin, L.J., however, 
delivered a strong dissenting judgment. In his view, a valid 
contract in form had been made with the rogue, and on the 
facts of the case the plaintiffs had not made a mistake as to 
the identity of the party with whom they were contracting 
but a mistake as to that party’s creditworthiness. Such a 
mistake was not sufficient to vitiate the contract. 


It would appear from this case and other authorities that 
where it is contended there has been a mistake of identity 
in a contract four main questions arise. First, was the identity 
of the contracting party of importance in the particular 
contract ? Secondly, when during the negotiations did 
the mistake occur? Thirdly, did the mistake prevent the 
formation of a contract? Fourthly, is the mistake funda- 
mental enough to vitiate the contract ? These four questions 
will now be examined with special emphasis on how the 
Court of Appeal in Ingram’s case answered them. 


1. Was the identity of the contracting party of 
importance in the particular contract ? 

If the identity of the contracting party was not of importance 
in the particular case, then even if a mistake has been made 
as to the contracting party's identity it will not render the 
contract void. 


The general rule is found in the decision of Fry, J., in 
Smith v. Wheatcroft (1878), 9 Ch. D. 223. When personal 
considerations enter into a contract, error as to the person 
with whom the contract is made annuls the contract. 
Where, however, the person sought to be bound by the 
contract would have been equally willing to make the contract 
with any other person, then the personality of the other 
party to the contract is not of importance and the contract 
is valid. The question to be asked is, according to Fry, J., 
(at p. 230): “ Has he shown me that he would have been 
unwilling to enter into a contract in the same terms with 
anybody else?” This rule was accepted and applied by 
McCardie, J., in Said v. Butt [1920] 3 K.B. 497, where the 
learned judge found that the “ personal element was here 


strikingly present.” 


Pearce, L.J., in Ingram’s case said that there were two 
extremes. At one extreme there were certain cases where 
from the very nature of the contract it was obvious that the 
identity of a contracting party was of “ vital importance,” 
e.g., a contract with a famous painter to paint a portrait. 
At the other end of the scale, however, a shopkeeper in an 
ordinary cash transaction was not usually concerned with 
the exact identity of a particular customer. He was willing 
to sell for cash to the world at large. However, the facts of 
Ingram’s case, the learned lord justice found, “fell in the 
debatable area between the two extremes.”’ At the beginning 
of the negotiations “ the plaintiffs were content to sell the 
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car for cash to any purchaser,”’ but later, after further negotia- 
tions, the sale was not a sale for cash but a credit sale, and 
in a credit sale, the learned lord justice said, “‘ the identity 
of the purchaser was of the utmost importance.” 

Devlin, L.J., raised the question how the courts were to 
determine whether the identity of a party to a contract was or 
was not material, and he said that this did not depend upon 
what the parties themselves intended ; it was “ for the court 
to determine what in the light of all the circumstances is to 
be deemed essential.”” The learned lord justice conceded 
that the plaintiffs regarded the identity of the other party as 
“ fundamental,”’ but he said that what the plaintiffs intended 
was “‘ immaterial to the question.” If the facts were looked 
at objectively the identity of the rogue was immaterial— 
it was the creditworthiness of the rogue which was of 
importance. 

The majority of the Court of Appeal in Imgram’s case thus 
would seem to establish that the personality and identity of 
a purchaser is of importance where the transaction is a sale on 
credit. 

In many of the authorities it is by no means clear that 
the court considered the question posed by Fry, J. It is 
submitted that the fact that A makes a contract with B, 
believing him to be C, is quite irrelevant unless A shows that 
the identity of the party with whom he was contracting was of 
vital importance. 


2. When during the negotiations did the mistake occur ? 

The facts of Jngram’s case are closely similar to the facts 
of Phillips v. Brooks [1919] 2 K.B. 243. In the latter 
case, however, Horridge, J., had found that a voidable but 
not void contract had been made with the fraudulent person 
North. The learned judge found, at p. 246, that the plaintiff, 
a jeweller, had validly contracted to sell and deliver the 
ring “ to the person who came into his shop,” who was the 
fraudulent person. According to Viscount Haldane in 
Lake v. Simmons [1927] A.C. 489, and many academic writers, 
in Philips’ case the question of the contracting party’s 
identity did not arise until after the sale was completed and 
the question of payment was being discussed. The rule 
would appear to be that if the mistake as to identity occurs 
after the contract has been completed then it is immaterial 
and does not render a contract void (see also Dennant v. 
Skinner and Collom [1948] 2 K.B. 164). 

In view of this rule it is of the utmost importance to 
ascertain in each particular case the exact sequence of events 
during the negotiations. The majority of the Court of 
Appeal in Ingram’s case had either to overrrule Phillips’ case 
or else distinguish it. Sellers, L.J., chose to distinguish it, 
saying (at p. 512): “As Phillips v. Brooks has stood 
for so long and is, as I think, a decision within an area of 
fact, I would not feel justified in saying it was wrong.” 

It was argued for the defendant, no doubt with the above- 
stated rule in mind, that as soon as the plaintiffs and the 
rogue had agreed at a price of {717 for the car a valid contract 
was formed. At that stage the question of identity had not 
arisen. This would appear to be a formidable argument ; 
however, the majority of the Court of Appeal found two 
possible ways of meeting it. Pearce, L.J. (at p. 518), accepted 
that this was “ theoretically arguable’ but went on to say 
that he preferred Slade, J.’s “more realistic approach ” 
because ‘‘ Payment and delivery still needed to be discussed 
and the parties would be expecting to discuss them. 
Immediately they did discuss them it became plain they were 
not ad idem and that no contract had yet been created.” 
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The second possibility was that, even if a concluded contract 
had been made before a discussion had taken place regarding 
the cheque, this contract was rescinded by the plaintiff when 
she refused to take a cheque, and thereafter new negotiations 
began on the basis that the agreement was to be a sale on 
credit, and the identity of the purchaser became material. 


3. Did the mistake prevent the formation of a contract ? 


Sellers and Pearce, L.JJ., both held that the mistake made 
by the plaintiffs prevented a contract being concluded. The 
plaintiffs believed that they were dealing with and making an 
offer to P. G. M. Hutchinson, whom they had reason to 
believe was of substance and standing. No offer had, thére- 
fore, been addressed to the rogue which he could accept. 
Both the learned lords justices accepted the propositions put 
forward by Dr. Goodhart in 57 L.Q.R. at pp. 228, 241, that 
where A makes an offer to B in the belief that B is not B but 
someone else, B does in fact receive an offer (e.g., King’s 
Norton Metal Co., Ltd. v. Edridge, Merrett and Co., Ltd. (1897), 
14 T.L.R. 98), but where A makes an offer to B in the belief 
that B is X, A does not make an offer to B at all, since the 
offer was intended for X and was available only to X (e.g., 
Cundy v. Lindsay (1878), 3 App. Cas. 459). The facts in 
the case before them, the learned lords justices found, fell 
within this last category. In order to ascertain whethe: an 
offer capable of acceptance by the other party had been made 
both the learned lords justices said that an objective test 
was to be applied : How ought the offeree to have interpreted 
the promise ? 

Devlin, L.J., came to a different conclusion. He first of 
all said that there was a presumpton in these cases that a 
person is intending to contract with the person to whom he 
is actually addressing the words of the contract (Pearce, L.J., 
also admitted that there was a prima facie presumption to 
this effect). In the case before him, Devlin, L.]J., said, 
this presumption could not be rebutted “ by piling up the 
evidence to show that Miss Ingram would never have con- 
tracted with H unless she had thought him to be P. G. M. 
Hutchinson ... In my judgment, there is everything to 
show that Miss Ingram would never have accepted H’s offer 
if she had known the truth, but nothing to rebut the ordinary 
presumption that she was addressing her acceptance, in law 
as well as in fact, to the person to whom she was speaking. 
I think, therefore, that there was offer and acceptance in 
form.” In order to ascertain whether an offer capable of 
acceptance by the other party had been made, Devlin, L.J., 
said that the subjective test was to be applied as the test 
approved by the authorities: How ought the promisor to 
have interpreted the promise ? 


4. Is the mistake fundamental enough to vitiate the 
contract ? 

Devlin, L.J., said there were two stages in coming to a 
final conclusion in these cases. The court first of all looked 
to see if there was a concluded contract in form and, if there 
was, then to see if there had been a sufficiently fundamental 
mistake to vitiate the apparently concluded contract. 
Devlin, L.J., said that, as the other members of the Court of 
Appeal had come to the conclusion that there was no con- 
cluded contract in form, they did not consider this second 
point. It is submitted, however, that possibly the real 
reason why the other members of the court did not even 
refer to this second point was because they did not consider 
that it existed. If a contract was void on the grounds of 
mistaken identity, this meant as far as they were concerned 
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that there had never been a concluded contract, and they 
did not consider that there was a doctrine of mistake similar 
to the doctrine of frustration. 


Devlin, L.J., stated as a general rule that the doctrine of 
mistake would operate to avoid a contract—if at the time 
it was made there existed some state of fact which, as assumed, 
was the basis of the contract and, as it was in truth, frustrated 
its object. The doctrine of mistake, the learned lord justice 
said, was applied by the court like the doctrine of frustration, 
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irrespective of the parties’ intentions, opinions, or wishes 
(see p. 527). 

He then went on to say that it was clear that the mistake 
had to be fundamental for the doctrine to operate, and as in 
his judgment there had only been a mistake as to the credit- 
worthiness of the party there had been no fundamental breach. 

In the second article we shall examine these views and other 
possible solutions in these circumstances. 

ANTHONY SCRIVENER. 
(To be concluded) 


Country Practice 


TIMBER ! 


I supPOSE that the average solicitor—the type you never 
meet—knows one or two things about timber from his reading 
of Stephen’s Commentaries, such as beeches in Buckingham- 
shire losing their timberlike qualities on being transplanted 
into, say, Bedfordshire. These items, like the biological note 
introduced by the Case of Swans, help to make Stephen a 
wonderful treasury for the nature-loving articled clerk. 
However, the unromantic facts about timber, as they impinge 
on a rural solicitor’s practice, make somewhat sordid reading. 
[ am referring, as a matter of fact, to the ‘Seven Oaks Case.” 

The facts were that there was a small clump of trees by the 
side of the main road passing through the straggling village of 
\uburn. There were about thirty trees altogether, including 
seven magnificent oaks. The trees were bounded on or 
towards the north by the main road ; on or towards the south 
by a paddock ; on or towards the east by a public lavatory ; 
and on or towards the west by a filling station. The filling 
station used to be a tin-roofed shed which swayed in the breeze, 
with two hand-operated petrol pumps of more rigid con- 
struction. Later, by means of encouragement from a major 
oil company and a covenant which might or might not run 
with the land, the proprietor pulled down the weather-beaten 
shed, and erected a severe building in artificial stone, with 
several new electric pumps of extremely efficient appearance. 
The other building alluded to, on the eastern side of the trees, 
was tastefully constructed of red brick. Many other changes 
had occurred in the village since the oak trees were saplings, 
but the salient points have now been stated. 

One day a wealthy timber merchant drew up at the filling 
station, and his attention was caught by the seven oaks. 
Having time to spare, he inquired as to the ownership of the 
trees, and, in less time than it takes to type, was discussing 
business with their owner. The timber merchant’s name was 
Sawyer, and the owner of trees was called Eysell-Snooks. 
Sawyer was interested only in the seven oaks; the lesser 
breeds were of no particular interest to him, and in any case 
Snooks had no wish to sell any other trees. (In passing, if he 
had wished to sell some of the undersized trees they would 
have been removed, not by a timber merchant, but by a 
snigger. I thought you ought to know.) 

That, you might have said, if you had been an average 
solicitor, would have been the end of the oaks and the end of 
the story. You would have been wrong. 

Sawyer, as the law required, applied to the Forestry 
Commission for permission to fell the seven oaks. The 
Forestry Commission, ever alert to carry out their public 
duties, sent along a man to look at the trees and notified 
the planning authority of the application which they had 


received. The planning authority went into a _ huddle 
(without, of course, notifying either Sawyer or Snooks of 
the object of their huddlement) and resolved to make a tree 
preservation order covering all the trees in the group. The 
other twenty-three trees were a mixed bag of sycamore, lime, 
ash, beech, poplar and the evil spindle tree, on which aphids 
are wont to winter. 

Though Sawyer and Snooks were kept in ignorance of 
what was afoot, the Forestry Commission were notified of 
the decision, and an order in appropriate language was drawn 
up and submitted to the Ministry (Housing, naturally—not 
Ag. and Fish.), and the Minister provisionally confirmed the 
order. Shortly afterwards, it was decided to let Sawyer and 
Snooks into the secret. 

From that point onwards, large numbers of intelligent men 
were employed to discuss the matter. One of the finest 
solicitors in the district was instructed by Sawyer and Snooks, 
and an inquiry was convened. The Minister appointed an 
Associate of the Royal Institute of British Architects as his 
inspector. The county council were represented by advocate 
and planning officer. The Auburn R.D.C. sent along their 
clerk all by himself, with nobody to whisper to. The Auburn 
Parish Council did not send anyone—a poor show. If parish 
councils cannot, or will not, object to everything all the time, 
it is high time they were abolished. 

The inquiry was very much a routine affair. The witnesses, 
instead of giving their evidence viva voce, handed in their 
proofs of evidence and thus saved time. Cross-examination 
consisted of polite fencing with the experts. The non- 
experts were listened to with well-bred tolerance, and Snooks’ 
statement that he had no intention of destroying the plantation 
was smilingly noted. 

Five or six weeks later, the Minister signified his approval of 
the inspector’s recommendation, namely, that confirmation be 
deferred for three months to enable the parties to come to 
an agreement as to replanting. The inspector's report, 
running to four foolscap pages, has been duly circulated so 
that posterity has a chance of judging for itself as to the 
amenity value of the trees as a screen for the public lavatory 
and as a background to the petrol pumps ; but the maps and 
plans have already been laid to rest in some hidden official 
pigeon-hole. 

There the matter rests. Meanwhile, unaffected by any 
piffling inquiry, the official spoliation of our coastline and 
moors by dirty great nuclear reactors, early warning systems, 
radioactive chimneys, high voltage power lines, radar stations 
and Government-sponsored bulldozers has reached horrifying 
proportions. Or hadn’t you, and the Minister, noticed ? 

“ HIGHFIELD.” 
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THAT UNRULY CLOG 


In Kreglinger v. New Patagonia Meat & Cold Storage Co., Lid. 
[1914] A.C. 25, at p. 46, Lord Mersey stigmatised the equitable 
doctrine that there shall be no clog on a mortgagor’s equity 
of redemption as seeming to him “ to be like an unruly dog, 
which if not securely chained to its own kennel, is prone to 
wander into places where it ought not to be.” The object 
of this article is to show that this doctrine, which was applied 
by Plowman, J., in the recent case of Lewis v. Frank Love, Lid. 
[1961] 1 W.L.R. 261; p. 155, ante, should be both condemned 
and painlessly destroyed. Indeed, the doctrine is merely one 
amongst many of the offspring of equity—such as the doctrines 
of consolidation of mortgages, conversion, election, satisfaction 
and performance—which, disregarding their origins, exist 
to-day primarily as traps for the unwary. These anomalies 
illustrate the suitable maxim: ‘“ Equity looketh not where 
it leadeth.” 
The light of nature 


The present law of mortgages is the joint product of the 
common law, of equity and of statute. The result, as we all 
know, is that “no one. by the light of nature ever 
understood an English mortgage of real estate” (per 
Lord Macnaghten in Samuel v. Jarrah Timber & Wood Paving 
Corporation, Lid. [1904] A.C. 323, at p. 326), and this is 
hardly surprising, a mortgage deed being “ one long suppressio 
veri and suggestio falsi” (Maitland, Equity, 2nd ed., p. 182). 
Conveniently, I propose assuming that readers of this journal 
rely no longer on the light of nature but rather on that shed 
by knowledge, or at least by experience. Thus no preliminary 
explanation of the nature of the mortgagor's equity of 
redemption (a “ right not given by the terms of an agreement 
between the parties to it, but contrary to them, to have 
back securities given by a borrower to a lender’’: per 
Lord Bramwell in Salt v. Marquess of Northampton [1892] 
A.C. 1) will be offered before I proceed to examine its two 
protective corollaries, embodied in the aphorism “ Once a 
mortgage, always a mortgage.” However, it should not be 
forgotten that this examination deals with one aspect only 
of a topic where unfortunately there is no premium on the 
common-sense approach. 


Once a mortgage... 

The protective corollary embodied in the first three words 
of the above aphorism need not detain us long. Just as a 
prerequisite of divorce is a valid marriage, so the condition 
precedent to the creation of an equity of redemption is the 
existence of looking at the substance rather 
than the form, the courts of equity have long been astute, 
perhaps too astute, to find mortgages beneath the heaviest 
disguises and misdescriptions Owen (1840), 
pe Myl. & Cr. 303, at p. 306; and see Re Watson ; ex parte 
Official Receiver in Bankruptcy (1890), 25 Q.B.D. 27; 
Re Lot egrove , barte Lovegrove & Co (Sales), Lid [1935 
Ch. 464. Thus documents drafted in the form of absolute 
conveyances, sometimes containing options to repurchase, 
have been held to constitute mortgage transactions: Barnhart 
v. Greenshields (1853), 9 Moore P.C. 18; Victoria Dairy 
Co. v. West (1895), 11 T.L.R. 233. Whatever else this 
disregard of form may achieve, it does not achieve certainty. 
“In all these cases the question is : What was the real intention 
of the parties? “: per Lord Macnaghten in Manchester, 
Sheffield & Lincolnshire Railway v. North Central Wagon Co. 
(1888), 13 App. Cas. 554, at p. 568. Such intention is to be 


1 mortgage. By 


Williams v. 


found from the circumstances of each case, of which parol 
evidence is admissible: Re Walden; ex parte Odell (1878), 
10 Ch. D. 76; Re Duke of Marlborough ; Davis v. Whitehead 
[1894] 2 Ch. 133. Often, therefore, the intervention of equity 
at all depends not on the law but on the evidence; it is a 
question of construction and/or fact. 


. - . always a mortgage 


Once it is found that the transaction in question is a 
mortgage, then, whatever its type, inherent in it is the 
inviolable equity of redemption. The last three words of the 
aphorism—** always a mortgage’’—imply the settled 
rule that there must be no clog or fetter on the equity of 
redemption: Howard v. Harris (1683), 1 Vern. 190. This 
means that the mortgagor cannot be deterred from eventually 
recovering his property on paying off what is due on his 
security, and that when he does so it will not be subject to 
any conditions of the mortgage (see per Lord Lindley in 
the Jarrah Timber case [1904] A.C., at p. 329). The strange 
device on the banner reads “ Free to redeem, redeem free.” 


The decision in Lewis v. Frank Love, Lid., supra (where, 
briefly, there was a transfer of a mortgage and contem- 
poraneously the grant to the transferees of an option to 
purchase the property, of which option there had been 
purported exercise) illustrates both parts of the aphorism 
“Once a mortgage, always a mortgage.”” Plowman, J., first 
found on the facts that, in substance, by taking a transfer 
of the mortgage the transferees: were making a loan on the 
security of the property to the mortgagor. Secondly, having 
found, again on the facts, that the loan and the option “ were 
all part and parcel of one transaction”’ ({1961] 1 W.L.R., 
at p. 267), the learned judge continued (also at p. 267) :— 

“The question then arises: What in the effect ? 

It was argued by [counsel for the transferees} that the doctrine 
of clog on the equity does not apply where the clog was not 
imposed as part of the original mortgage transaction, and that 
there had not heretofore been a case in which the doctrine 
has been applied where the transaction in question is a tranfer 
of an existing mortgage and not the original mortgage itself. 
I think it is agreed that there is not, in the reports, any such 
case. But, in my view, the principle on which the courts 
have held that a clog on the equity of redemption is void 
applies just as much to a transfer of a mortgage which is 
arranged between the mortgagor and the transferees, where 
one of the terms of that arrangement is that the transferees 
in return for parting with their money shall have an option 
to purchase part of the mortgaged property.” 


law is 


Ultimately, after a consideration of a number of cases, in 
particular Reeve v. Lisle [1902] A.C. 461, and the Jarrah 
Timber case, Plowman, J., concluded ({1961] 1 W.L.R., at 
p. 271) that the option to purchase was “ void as being a 
clog on the equity.” 


Clogs questioned 


In coming to this decision it is clear, I think, that the 
learned judge correctly perceived the substance of the trans- 
action and that he had ample authority and evidence for 
finding that the option to purchase was capable of being, and 


was in fact, a clog. However, there is one passage of the 
judgment ([1961] 1 W.L.R., at p. 270) which, though unex- 
ceptionable in law, re-emphasises the point made at the outset, 
namely that the origins of the doctrine are now unfor- 
tunately overlooked. Plowman, J., first quoted from 
Lord Macnaghten’s judgment (similarly upholding an option 
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to purchase as a void clog) in the Jarrah Timber case ({1904] 
A.C., at p. 329) as follows :— 

“ Having regard to the state of the authorities binding on 
the Court of Appeal if not on this House, it seems to me that 
they could not have come to any other conclusion, although 
the transaction was a fair bargain between men of business 
without any trace or suspicion of oppression, surprise, or 
circumvention.” 

Plowman, J., then proceeded to go slightly further :— 

“T pause there simply to observe that the doctrine of clog 
on the equity is a technical doctrine which is not affected by 
the question whether in fact there has been oppression, and 
which applies just as much where parties are represented, as 
they were here, by solicitors.” 

This is true, but surely its mere statement is sufficient to 
condemn it. 

The original common-sense reason for equity’s intervention, 
in the words of Lord Henley, L.C. (in Vernon v. Bethell 
(1762), 2 Eden 110, at p. 113), was: “ For necessitous men 
are not, truly speaking, free men, but, to answer a present 
exigency, will submit to any terms that the crafty may 
impose upon them.” Now this enfant terrible (conceived in 
the interests of justice) has clearly abandoned its loving 
parents, necessity and oppression. 

Even in the last century (and although its regrettable 
abandonment of parentage was ignored) the doctrine had been 
penetratingly criticised by Lord Bramwell, as follows :— 

‘““ Whether it would not have been better to have held people 
to their bargains, and taught them by experience not to make 
unwise ones, rather than relieve them when they had done so, 
may be doubtful. We should have been spared the double 
condition of things, legal rights and equitable rights, and a 
system of documents which do not mean what they say. 
But the piety or love of fees of those who administered equity 
has thought otherwise. And probably to undo this would 
be more costly and troublesome than to continue it.” 


(in Salt v. Marquess of Northampton [1892] A.C. 1, at p. 18). 
To undo the doctrine altogether might well be caught by the 
last sentence of the passage just quoted, but can a refusal to 
restrict the application of the doctrine to its original bases of 
necessity and oppression be justified on any ground? It is 
submitted that it cannot, particularly when there is borne in 
mind, first, the implications of the passage quoted above 
from Plowman, J.’s recent judgment, and, second, the fact 
that the doctrine has no application to debentures: s. 89 
of the Companies Act, 1948 (“. . . any rule of equity to the 
contrary notwithstanding”). What is good enough for an 
artificial legal person should be good enough for humanity. 
To adopt the chose jugée of Sir Carleton Kemp Allen, “ There 
is an ‘ over-righteousness’ of Equity as unfortunate in its 
consequences as the ‘ over-righteousness ’ of law” (at p. 400 
of ‘‘ Law in the Making,’’ 6th ed.). 


Final submissions 


However, accepting the existence of the doctrine of clog 
on the equity of redemption and expecting no relief from it, 
I propose finally submitting that the application of the 
doctrine is plagued rather than assisted by a multiplicity of 
illustrations. There are two questions which the court 
answers in cases involving the doctrine : first, is the transaction 
a mortgage? Second, if so, is the condition a clog? We 
have seen that the first question is answered by looking at the 
substance of the transaction to find, as a question of con- 
struction and/or fact, what was the real intention of the 
parties. The answer to the second question is, it is submitted, 
similarly a question of fact. Not every restrictive or advan- 
tageous condition contained in a mortgage is necessarily 
void as a clog. The House of Lords has stated that — 
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‘‘ there is now no rule in equity which precludes a mortgagee, 
whether the mortgage be made upon the occasion of a loan 
or otherwise, from stipulating for any collateral advantage, 
provided that such advantage is not either (1) unfair and 
unconscionable, or (2) in the nature of a penalty clogging the 
equity of redemption, or (3) inconsistent with or repugnant 
to the contractual and equitable right to redeem.”’ 
(per Lord Parker of Waddington in Kreglinger’s case, supra, 
at p. 61). Not sharing the judicial taste for prolix rules, 
I boil this statement down to: a condition will be void unless 
both collateral and reasonable. 

The traditional manner of discussing the doctrine of clog 
on the equity is by giving as many illustrations of its operation 
as space will permit, with much use of the phrases “ on the 
one hand». . . on the other hand...” Apparently, it is 
thought compulsory to include a comparison and contrast of 
the decision of the House of Lords in Bradley v. Carritt [1903) 
A.C. 253 (condition that mortgagee of shares carrying control 
of a tea company should forever be the company’s tea broker 
held, by a majority of 3-2, to be void), with that of the House 
in Kreglinger’s case, supra (five year pre-emption of sheep- 
skins granted to lender unanimously held valid), concluding, 
perhaps, that logically the decisions are difficult to reconcile. 
The two decisions are acceptably explained at p. 570 of 
Cheshire’s Modern Real Property, 8th ed., as follows : 

“ Bradley v. Carritt represents the high-water mark of the 
conception of a mortgage as an onerous obligation imposed 
upon a necessitous borrower, in whose favour the court should 
therefore intervene. The Kreglinger case, on the other hand, 
reveals a judicial appreciation of a mortgage as a transaction 
freely concluded by business men without colour of oppression, 
which should form no exception to the maxim pacta sunt 
servanda. It is submitted that this is a more realistic and 
reasonable approach, and one more compatible with the business 
conditions of the twentieth century.” 


Can the passage quoted from Plowman, J.’s recent judgment 
stand comparison with Dr. Cheshire’s words ? 

Also it is customary to mention the Court of Appeal decision 
in Knightsbridge Estates Trust, Lid. v. Byrne [1939] Ch. 441, 
as the leading case on postponement of redemption, although 
it was affirmed by the House of Lords on entirely different 


grounds. For these traditional, apparently compulsory, and 
customary approaches, together with other standard illustra- 
tions, see pp. 889-94 of Megarry and Wade, “ The Law of 
Real Property’ (2nd ed.); pp. 384-8 of Snell’s Principles 
of Equity (25th ed.) ; pp. 563-70 of Cheshire’s Modern Real 
Property (8th ed.); pp. 287-9 of Gibson’s Conveyancing 
(18th ed.) ; and pp. 232-4 of vol. 2, Emmet on Title (14th ed.). 


Surfeit of authorities 


It is not denied that illustrations of the operation of the 
doctrine may be helpful provided they are not themselves 
treated as laying down rules of law. Appreciation that the 
actual decisions in the cases turn entirely on questions of 
construction and/or fact would immediately banish many, 
if not all, the pseudo-legal difficulties which at present con- 
front us. Let us turn with hope to the lesson which may be 
learnt from the House of Lords’ decision in Qwualcast 
(Wolverhampton), Lid. v. Haynes [1959] 2 W.L.R. 510. 
It will be recalled that in that case the House of Lords, having 
first stated that the question whether a master has provided a 
safe system of working for his servant was one of fact, not law, 
went on to say that previous decisions on other facts are of no 
authority in a later case. Is there any logical reason why 
exactly the same should not be said of illustrations of the 
doctrine of clog on the equity of redemption? Surely it is 
equally true that if the reasons given by judges for their 
conclusions from the evidence in the cases involving the 
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doctrine “ are to be treated as ‘law ’ and'citable, the precedent 
system will die of a surfeit of authorities ’’: per Lord Somervell 
of Harrow ([{1959] 2 W.L.R., at p. 518). Acceptance of this 
submission would have spared Plowman, J., his particularly 
painstaking examination (in Lewis v. Frank Love, Lid., 
supra) of two cases relating, with differing results, to collateral 
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options to purchase, namely, Reeve v. Lisle and the Jarrah 
Timber case, both supra. Could he not have been permitted 
to confine himself to construing the documents and examining 
the facts in the case before him in order to find what was 
reasonable ? Should not he and his brethren be encouraged 
in this way to eschew the tyranny of paternal justice ? 


J. T. FARRAND. 


NEGLIGENCE OF INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR 


AT the first sight the question which I propose to discuss, 
which is whether the decision in Riverstone Meat Co. Pty., 
Lid. v. Lancashire Shipping Co., Lid. [1961] 2 W.L.R. 269; 
p. 148, ante (H.L.), has affected the authority of Blake v. 
Woolf [1898] 2 0.B. 426, may seem reminiscent of the com- 
parison drawn by Capt. Fluellen between King Henry V 
and Alexander the Great. Each, the gallant and erudite 
officer urged, had been born in a town, each town was by a 
river, each river contained salmon; but then, realising that 
perhaps other points of similarity were called for, Fluellen 
made the point that each had, albeit in different circumstances 
and each in his own way, severed his connection with a friend. 
Thus, of the two cases mentioned, each concerned a claim 
for damage done to goods by water. When one considers 
that in Blake v. Woolf the action was brought by a tenant of 
city premises against his landlord and the damage had been 
done by water which had escaped from a cistern, whereas in the 
Riverstone Meat case the damage was done by sea water 
entering a ship somewhere between Brisbane and London, 
the prospect of a useful analogy seems remote. But it is 
when one comes to find that in each case the cause of the 
damage was negligence on the part of an independent skilled 
artisan that one sees that further inquiry may be fruitful ; 
for in Blake v. Woolf the defence succeeded, but in the recent 
case it failed. 
Common-law duty 

The defendant in Blake v. Woolf was not sued on the 
tenancy agreement, but the facts illustrate what might be 
called an occupational risk of landlords who let out buildings 
in parts. The plaintiff's part was the ground floor and 
basement, and he received his (normal) supply of water from 
a cistern (not demised) on the fourth floor. A leak in that 
cistern was discovered on a Friday, the defendant landlord 
was informed, and he sent for a plumber—described by 
counsel as competent, by Wright, J., as skilled—to put the 
cistern to rights. The plumber or his workmen were negligent 
in what they did, water escaped during the week-end, and on 
Monday the plaintiff's goods were found to have been damaged. 
The plaintiff won in the City of London court, but Wright 
and Darling, J J., allowed the defendant’s appeal. 


In his judgment, Wright, J., said that the general rule, 


qualified by some exceptions, was that, where a person is 
using his land in the ordinary way and damage happens to 
adjoining property without default or negligence on his part, 


no liability attaches to him: ‘‘ Now is there enough here to 
show such negligence on the part of the defendant? It is 
not suggested that he was personally negligent. ... It has 
been contended that where realty is concerned a person 
employing an independent contractor is just as liable for any 
damage occasioned by him as if the works were done by bis 
own servant. I do not think that that is established.” 


Hague Rules diligence 


The plaintiffs in Riverstone Meat Co. Pty., Lid. v. Lancashire 
Shipping Co., Ltd., had shipped 150 cases of canned ox tongue 
on the defendants’ vessel, the bill of lading being subject to 
the Hague Rules as enacted in the Australian Sea Carriage 
of Goods Act, 1924, which, by s. 5, art. III, r. 1, provides : 
“The carrier shall be bound before and at the beginning of 
the voyage to exercise due diligence to make the ship 
seaworthy . . . (c) to make the holds . . . and all other parts 
in which goods are carried, fit and safe for their reception, 
carriage and preservation.” Article IV, r.1: “ Neither the 
carrier nor the ship shall be liable for loss or damage arising 
or resulting from unseaworthiness unless caused by want of 
due diligence on the part of the carrier to make the ship 
seaworthy . . . and to make the holds. . . and all other parts 
of the ship in which goods are carried safe for their reception, 
carriage and preservation .. .” 

Rough weather was experienced on the particular voyage 
and it was found that 113 of the cases had been damaged by 
sea water, the causa causans being the negligence of a fitter 
employed by “a ship-repairing firm of the highest repute,” 
who, when replacing storm valve inspection covers on the 
occasion of a survey, had either tightened the nuts in wrong 
order (making for unevenness) or not tightened them enough. 


McNair, J., and the Court of Appeal held that the defen- 
dants had satisfied the burden (which art. IV, r. 1, places 
upon the carrier) of proving due diligence. The House of 
Lords thought otherwise. 


History and purpose 


It was largely by reference to history that the House 
reached its conclusion. The Hague Rules containing the 
words “ due diligence to make the ship seaworthy ” were the 
result of international conferences on maritime law, the aim 
being broadly to standardise within certain limits the rights 
of every holder of a bill of lading against the shipowner, 
prescribing an irreducible minimum for the responsibilities 
and liabilities to be undertaken by the latter, said Viscount 
Simonds; the framers were guided by provisions in force 
in the U.S.A., in Australia, and in Canada. English and 
American decisions showed that what was called for was 
“ diligence in the work itself.” “‘ Repair work might equally 
be entrusted by a shipowner to his own servants or to an 
independent contractor. To fasten him with liability for 
negligence in the one case but not in the other would wholly 
defeat the purpose of the Act.” And “No one, I think, 
doubts that in some circumstarices a defendant can escape 
liability for the negligence of an independent contractor ; 
nor could he doubt that, in other circumstances, he cannot 
so escape . . . I do not think it is necessary to try to reconcile 
all the cases on this subject. It is surely sufficient to say 
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that, in the context of the Hague Rules, it is patent that the 
obligation of the shipowner is in the latter category.”” Other 
law lords adopted similar reasoning, Lord Radcliffe agreeing 
that the interpretation did not agree with the natural or 
grammatical reading of the words, Lord Keith stressing 
“ practical considerations.” 


Contrast 
While some decisions not concerned with the carriage of 
goods by sea were among the thirty-five authorities cited, 
Blake v. Woolf was not referred to. Nevertheless, it can, I 
submit, be safely assumed that, in spite of the apparent 
similarity between negligence and breach of duty to exercise 
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due diligence, landlords of flats and offices who do not them- 
selves expressly undertake or impose on their tenants 
responsibility for parts not let can still rely on that decision. 
I have mentioned only one or two points from the speeches 
of the law lords, and that briefly ; but a perusal of the report 
will, I submit, show that a defendant in the position of the 
landlord in Blake v. Woolf remains in the category of those 
not responsible for the negligence of an independent con- 
tractor. He was sued in tort; the cause of action in the 
claim against the shipowner was breach of contract, which 
invites examination of what was contemplated; and the 
words incorporated in the contract imposed a positive, not 
merely a negative, obligation. R.B. 


WHAT MAKES SOLICITORS SO SHY ?* 


By Nevill Boyd Maunsell 


MAny British solicitors, unlike their American counterparts, 
seem to take “ there is no such thing as good publicity ” for 
their slogan, at least where their clients’ affairs are concerned. 
Some clients may find this reassuring, but if carried to extremes 
it can be the surest way to get bad publicity for both solicitor 
and client. 

Not so long ago, for instance, The Law Society was unable 
to find anyone who could tell us who its president was for 
the best part of a day. In the end they apologised hand- 
somely and explained that there was a new South African 
girl in the office and that everyone else had been busy with 
last-minute arrangements for The Law Society Conference in 
Brighton. Fair enough, these things happen. But they don’t 
happen in an up-to-date organisation which is out to create a 
sparkling image of the profession it represents. 

We were, therefore, agreeably surprised last week to be 
invited by the Young Members’ Group of The Law Society 
to a lunch during the conference at which Mr. J. Elliott, a 
member of The Law Society Council from Plymouth, was to 
speak on “ How can solicitors convey to the public a better 
image of the legal profession?” It was to be followed by a 
free discussion. We had in no way touted for this invitation, 
which was the first we had heard of the group, the lunch, or 
Mr. Elliott. We accepted gratefully, went down to Brighton, 
and duly met Miss J. O. Stanley, the delightful secretary of 
the group, and a number of its members. They were creating 
an admirable “ image of the legal profession,’’ when up came 
Mr. Herbert Lloyd, an under-secretary of The Law Society, 
who shepherded us off the premises as fast as he decently 
could. He explained that Mr. Elliott was not prepared to 
give his image-bettering talk in the presence of anyone from 
the Press and that our invitation was a “ most unfortunate 
misunderstanding.” 

The paradox of this ludicrous affair is that no one could 
be better fitted personally to create the sort of image solicitors 
need than the easy-mannered Mr. Lloyd. He spent a lot 
of time and trouble talking with us about the conference and 
solicitors in general, and gave us an excellent lunch with 
some charming and most forthcoming solicitors in the Grand 
Hotel—while Mr. Elliott was holding forth in the Metropole. 
We didn’t meet anyone who appeared in the least bit cagey, 
but that may just be the measure of Mr. Lloyd’s skill. Time 
and again we were told that the conference was a private 
gathering, “ not like the B.M.A.,”’ where solicitors found it 


* Reproduced from Time and Tide of 18th May, 1961, by kind per- 
mission of the Editor, and referred to in our Current Topics this week. 


valuable to express themselves without restraint on matters of 
mutual interest. 

Still, the fact remains that if a man wants to grind some 
professional axe he can do so much more profitably if the 
Press is there. Witness the also in Brighton, 
earlier this year. Conversely, if a group of lawyers was set 
on creating the impression that they were up to something 
really sinister they could hardly do better than they did on 
Tuesday last week by excluding the Press from (among other 
things) a discussion on “‘ The New Accountant’s Certificate 
Rules.” This was all the more ridiculous since earlier the 
same day journalists were able to hear a lecture by Sir Thomas 


teachers, 


Lund, secretary of The Law Society, on the touchiest topic 
of all, ‘‘ Professional Negligence.” 


Quite apart from this aversion to publicity, the tradition 
of the gentleman amateur professional man seemed to hang 
over this conference. It went well with the Edwardian 
splendours of the Grand and the Metropole. There was no 
pretence of representing anyone, except by accident or 
implication. Any of the 18,000 members of The Law Society 
—in effect almost any solicitor in Britain—could attend. 
Under 400 did so. No resolutions were opposed, no votes 
taken. Yet The Law Society Council sometimes refers a 
tricky decision to the conference, and occasionally bows to 
its “ feel." This may be an admirable way of getting things 
done, but it all seems part of a professional hangover from the 
days before state scholarships and local education awards to 
undergraduates. 

If a young graduate wants to become a solicitor he will 
be paid probably between £350 and {450 a year during his 
three years of training as an articled clerk, and even this is 
regarded as revolutionary. If he goes into the administrative 
grade of the civil service the starting figure is more like {800 ; 
if he prefers industry it will probably be higher—and he will 
be just as much a trainee there as any articled clerk in a 
solicitor’s office. 

Small wonder the profession is chronically undermanned, 
which is the prime reason why it takes up to six months to 
buy a house, or a year to sort out any but the simplest will. 
One can only hope for some improvement when articled clerks 
become entitled to state and L.E.A. grants in 1963. Solicitors, 
particularly in the provinces, are very proud of the tradition 
that the family solicitor often comes to think of himself as 
a wise and trusted family friend, who is asked for and gives 
advice, gratis, on altogether non-legal matters. One wonders 





460 [Vol 


105 


how often the families regard him as an inquisitive and tire- 
some old fuddy-duddy whose profession has lost touch with 
the world in which other people live and work. 

The current issue of the Law Society's Gazette contains a 
suggestion that lawyers could improve their public relations 
by resorting to some such slogan as “‘ See your solicitor about 
it.” This may be a better catch-word than it looks at first 
sight. But the best public relations campaign in the world 
cannot provide the up-to-date legal profession needed by a 
property-owning democracy running in full spate alongside 
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what is left of the planners’ paradise. Most people would be 
well satisfied if their lawyers normally answered—not acknow- 
ledged—simple letters by return, and got through routine 
matters, even those involving quite a bit of work, in a month. 
Ask this of your solicitor and he will tell you with immense 
courtesy not to be so rude. Which brings us back to Brighton. 
Everyone we met was pleasant. They all exuded trust- 
worthiness and ability. But we were left with the impression 
that the highlight of the conference for many of them was 
the coach trip to look at the rhododendrons at Leonardslea. 


HERE AND THERE 


THE COMING ELECTORATE 

It had to come, of course, and, even though the first attempt 
has been discouraged, we have certainly not heard the end of 
it. Progress, democracy, humanitarian principles, the axiom 
that you can’t put the clock back, all tend in the same 
direction, and the man with a proper sense of trends knows 
the future. When the great Reform Bill was finally forced 
through Parliament in 1832 everyone knew that the power of 
privilege was on the decline. Since then 
broadened down from precedent to precedent. 


freedom has 
The vote, 
once the prized possession of a few, has become a current 
commodity for the masses, just as the luxuries of yesterday 
are the ordinary amenities of to-day. All adult males have 
an irrefragable right to a ballot paper, all adult females too. 
Yes, but why must we stop there? The age of the “ beanstalk 
generation "(as the newspapers call it) insistently demands 
votes for teenagers and seats in Parliament for teenagers. 
That is clearly the next step in the triumphant march of 
democratic institutions. So perhaps we may admit that 
what actually did happen was premature, but only by a few 
years. Tim Mist and Porky Mist, two handsome and 
intelligent cats, found their way on to the electoral roll at 
Southend-on-Sea duly numbered R859 and R860. Although 
they were sent poll cards for the last local elections they 
refrained, like so many other registered electors, from actually 
casting a vote. Mr. Douglas Mist, the gentleman in whose 
house they live (it would be retrograde and outmoded to call 
him their “ master’’), took this splendid progressive initiative 
because, as he finely put it, at the age of three “ they are of 
age by cat standards and one day they will be householders 
and ratepayers,”’ since by his will he has left them his estate. 
It is sad to record that the episode has cost him a fine of £10 
with three guineas costs, but stoning the prophets is a well 
established tradition 


PREMATURE BUT INEVITABLE 
WHILE admitting that the moment is not yet ripe to extend 
the vote to domestic animals, we note that the signs of the 


times are propitious. At Nottingham a young gentleman 
called John Ball, aged two years, and his brother Arthur, 
aged fourteen months, were lately found to be on the electoral 
roll. The current is running in the right direction. Once 
it is accepted (as it must be) that no member of the human 
family is to be denied a voice in his own destiny, political 
consciousness will dawn in the cot. A far-sighted Victorian 
noted long ago that every boy and every gal that’s born into 
the world alive is either a little Liberal or else a little 
Conservative. We have taken a long time to realise the full 
implications of his discovery but we are on the threshold of 
implementing them now. The question of votes for cats and 
dogs is, of course, more difficult, but the difficulty is largely 
one of our own creation. Like the Belgians in the Congo (so 
the experts assure us), we have shamefully neglected to 
educate the future electorate for democracy. The incidence 
of illiteracy among animals is appallingly high and, though one 
or two forward-looking psychiatric pioneers are triumphantly 
conferring on dogs and cats the benefit of the Freudian 
discoveries, education lags far behind in every respect. Not 
long ago a drawing by a talented cat was hung in an art 
exhibition. It only shows what treasures of genius and self- 
expression are running to waste through our unimaginative 
laxity and neglect. It is unthinkable that the taxpayer would 
grudge a few miserable millions to set canine and feline 
education on a firm, democratically compulsory basis. But it 
must not be imagined that mere scholastic achievement is a 
necessary qualification for voting. That has not been found 
in the least necessary to enable a vital electorate with a proper 
sense of values to vote itself a Welfare State. It should not 
take long to enable the cats of Southend to return a local 
council pledged categorically to the promotion of the fisheries 
and the establishment of municipal milk bars and kitten 
day-nurseries. If the cats are not given all they want here 
and now they will be driven to organise a Miaow-Miaow 
secret terrorist association. 
RICHARD ROE. 


“THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL,” 25th MAY, 1861 


HE Sovicirors’ JOURNAL published a note 
from a subscriber who wrote that, being ‘‘in the burial ground of 
Christ Church at Welshpool, | was desirous of paying a visit to the 
grave of the lamented Baron Watson, who, it will be remembered, 


On 25th May, 1861, 


expired in the Assize Court at Welshpool immediately after 
charging the grand jury in the spring of 1860; I looked in vain 
however for anything to direct me to find the grave, when a friend 
came to my assistance and pointed out two mounds in a very 
neglected state, and said it was one of those, but was not certain 
which. There is no tombstone or headstone, nor even a shrub or 


flower on the grave, nothing but grass and weeds to mark the last 
resting-place of an accomplished lawyer and gentleman and an 
upright and learned English judge, cut off so awfully sudden as 
poor Baron Watson was. I have just referred to your notice of the 
deceased Baron in THE SoLticiTors’ JOURNAL of March 17th, 1860, 
wherein you feelingly observe that he was a just and true-hearted 
man, and many will mourn him; and it may be that many do 
mourn him, but why not show it.by at least one method ?—that 
of marking and beautifying the grave, a mark of respect and 
affection, paid to, and by, even the very poorest .. .”’ 
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New Editions Now Ready 


Thomas S. Humphreys 
NOTES ON 


DISTRICT REGISTRY 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


TWELFTH EDITION 


Since the last edition of these Notes was published, important changes 

relating to costs, entry of appearance and persons under disability have 

come into operation. These and a number of lesser procedure changes 

have been incorporated into this new edition which, with details of the 

fees payable and the forms to be used, provides a reliable and up to 
date guide to practice as at February, 1961. 


15s. net, by post 15s. 9d. 


WEAVING’S NOTES ON 
BANKRUPTCY PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
IN COUNTY COURTS 


THIRD EDITION 


In this short booklet, the practitioner will find a reliable aid to practice 

in bankruptcy in County Courts. The practical steps of each procedure 

are marshalled clearly and in order, with details of the fees payable and 

the forms to be used. A number of useful precedents are included, 

among them a complete and up to date specimen bill of costs of the 
petitioning creditor's solicitor. 


7s. 6d. net, by post 8s, Od. 
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NINTH EDITION 


by ERSKINE POLLOCK, Solicitor 
3s. net, by post 3s. 3d. 
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SIXTH EDITION 


With Notes by R. B. ORANGE 
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THIRD EDITION 
4s. 6d. net, post free 


No. 16. LEGAL AID SUMMARY 


SECOND EDITION 


Showing financial qualifications, the granting authorities, forms, 
assessment on taxation of costs, etc., including Magistrates’ Courts, 
as at 8th May, 1961 


2s. 6d. net, post free 
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Please mention “ THE SOLicitors’ JOURNAL ” when replying to Advertisements 





The Solicitors’ Journal ”’ 
Friday, May 26, 1961 


fVol. 105) 461 


LEGAL AID IN CRIMINAL CASES 


EXTRACTS FROM HOME OFFICE CIRCULAR No. 90/1961 DATED 17TH MAY, 1961 


TAXATION AND ASSESSMENT OF FEES 

Section 21 of the Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949, provides 
that the Secretary of State in making regulations, and any person 
by whom the amounts payable are determined in a particular 
case, shall have regard to the principle of allowing fair remunera- 
tion according to the work actually and reasonably done. There is 
no provision corresponding to paras. 1 and 2 of Sched. III of the 
Legal Aid and Advice Act, 1949, which limit the sums payable 
to counsel and solicitors in civil legal aid cases in the High Court 
to the prescribed proportion of the taxed costs. The operation 
of s. 21 necessarily involves the consideration on its merits of the 
actual work done by counsel or solicitor in each case ; and, while 
it is recognised that taxing officers must necessarily formulate 
some general standards to guide them, within the ambit of the 
regulations, the information before the Secretary of State 
indicates that the view generally taken by the courts has been 
that it is not in accordance with the spirit of the section for rules 
of practice to be automatically applied without regard to the 
facts of a particular case—as, for example, a rule that the defence 
of a person pleading guilty is paid at the minimum fee ; that the 
defence should in no circumstances be paid more than the prose- 
cution ; that a solicitor should in no case receive a higher fee than 
counsel; or that a conference fee should never be paid to counsel 
unless there had been a conference at his chambers or in some 
place other than the precincts of the court. 


With a view to securing reasonable uniformity on the assess- 
ment of counsel’s fees where application is made to the judge, and 
a proper relationship between the fees paid to prosecuting counsel 
and those paid to counsel assigned to the defence, the Lord Chief 
Justice set out, in a note to the judges, certain principles which 
in his view should be followed, and with which, it is understood, 
the other judges agree. The relevant extract from this note is 
reproduced [below] for the information of officers of the courts 
concerned with taxing and assessing counsel’s fees. 


The Lord Chief Justice has agreed that it should be pointed 
out that his observations regarding the correlation of prosecution 
and defence costs apply only to counsel’s fees. It would not be 
right to apply the same principle to the costs of a prosecuting 
solicitor and the costs of a solicitor instructed for the defence. 
In many cases the costs of the defence are likely to be greater 
than those allowed to the prosecution, since— 


(a) much of the preparatory work for the prosecution is 
carried out by the police, whereas the whole of the preparatory 
work and investigation which has to be done on behalf of the 
defence falls upon the solicitor acting for the defence ; and 

(b) the prosecuting solicitor may be a salaried employee of 
the prosecuting authority, and as such his costs may not be 
assessed upon the same basis as those of the defence solicitor. 


The basic principle must be that fair and reasonable remunera- 
tion according to the work actually and reasonably done should be 
allowed, and it follows that the defending solicitor should be 
given an opportunity to show the amount of work involved in 
each individual case. Only then will it be possible to assess the 
remuneration which should be paid for that work. Where the 
work which the defence solicitor is required to do exceeds that 
required of the solicitor for the prosecution, as will often be the 
case, it is right that a higher fee should be paid. 


The Secretary of State recognises that the scrutiny of the 
summarised bill may involve certain difficulties, but the Act 
envisages that an individual assessment of the work done by 
solicitor and counsel should be made in each case. Taxing officers 
may be interested to know that, before the new scheme came into 
operation, the Clerk of the Peace for the County of London 
asked all solicitors on the Poor Persons Defence List at the County 
of London Sessions to ensure that counsel's brief, duly endorsed, 
was handed in at the conclusion of each case with a statement by 
the solicitor acting under the defence certificate or appeal aid 
certificate, giving all particulars necessary to enable the court to 
mark the fees due to solicitor and counsel in respect of that 
particular case, including the solicitor’s disbursements. He also 
asked that any application in respect of fees under reg. 6 of the 
Defence Certificate Regulations or r. 7 of the Appeal Aid 
Certificate Rules should be made not later than the time fixed 


for giving notice of appeal or making application for a case to be 
stated. The Secretary of State understands that these arrange- 
ments, which were designed to avoid delay in the payment of 
fees and disbursements, have been found to work satisfactorily 
in practice. 


INTERPRETATION OF THE REGULATIONS 


The Secretary of State recognises that the interpretation of the 
regulations is a matter for the courts. It may, however, be of 
assistance to courts to be aware of certain information . . . as to 
the practice in other courts on several points which may have 
caused difficulty. 

(a) The Lord Chief Justice has expressed his agreement with 
the view that reg. 6 of the Defence Certificate Regulations 
allows payment to be made, in appropriate cases, where, as a 
result of advice, no appeal is entered or application for leave to 
appeal made. 

(b) The question has been raised whether reg. 3 of the Defence 
Certificate Regulations, which deals with cases in which more 
than one person is charged in the same indictment, and the 
same solicitor or counsel acts for two or more of the defendants, 
can be read as giving the court an unfettered discretion to 
decide whether or not to allow some increase to the fee deter- 
mined for the first person indicted in respect of the second or 
subsequent defendants. [{Some] courts have indicated 
that their practice is based on the view that the intention of the 
regulation is that the court should allow some increase for each 
defendant, although the amount within the maxima prescribed 
is at discretion. 

(c) It has been suggested that the element of ‘‘ waiting time ”’ 
in reg. 4 of the Defence Certificate Regulations cannot be 
taken into account in assessing counsel’s fee where he has been 
assigned under s. 3 (3) of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, 
1930. [Some] courts .. . have indicated that they make no 
distinction in principle between these cases and those in which 
counsel is acting under a defence certificate. 

(d) It has been reported that in one or two courts the taxing 
officer has felt unable to settle payment under a defence 
certificate until payment under a legal aid certificate granted 
in the same case has been determined. The information 
received on this point is that courts generally have not held this 
to be a requirement of reg. 4 (3) of the Defence Certificate 
Regulations, and that they have taken the view that whichever 
certificate is the first to be settled for payment, the appropriate 
officer settling payment for the second should take account of 
what has already been paid. 


* * + * * 


Extract from Note on the Assessment of Fees for Counsel under the 

Poor Prisoners’ Defence (Defence Certificate) Regulations, 1960, 

circulated to the Judges by the Rt. Hon. Lord Parker of Waddington, 
Lord Chief Justice 


As I see it there will generally be little difficulty in determining 
whether in any particular case the length, complexity or difficulty 
of the case, etc., justifies a certificate being given under reg. 5. 
The real difficulty I think is to produce some degree of uniformity 
as to what is the appropriate fee representing fair remuneration 
according to the work actually and reasonably done if such a 
certificate is granted. 


Each case must of course depend upon the exact circumstances 
and only the judge who has tried the case is competent to deter- 
mine the matter. I think, nowever, that we should all try and 
approach the cases with the same considerations in mind and in 
the hope of securing agreement on this, I am setting out below 
my general views on the matter. They are as follows: 


(1) If juniors only are briefed on each side, then I should 
have thought that the fee payable to the junior for the prosecu- 
tion is some guide as to what should be paid to the junior for 
the defence. 

(2) Equally, if leaders and juniors are briefed on both sides, 
the fee paid to the leader for the prosecution and that paid 
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to his junior would be some guide as to what should be paid if any competent junior briefed alone for the prosecution would 
to the leader and junior for the defence have done the work for less. Equally, if the leader gets 100 
guineas and his junior 66 guineas, it does not follow that 
the defending junior should get only 66 guineas if a competent 
junior for the prosecution, doing the case alone, would have 
got more. I think the proper approach is to ask oneself 
what a competent junior briefed alone for the prosecution would 
have done the work for and then to use that as a guide towards 
fixing the fee of the junior for the defenc« 


(3) Of cour in cases under (1) and (2) above it does not 
follow that the fees of defending counsel should be the same as 
those for prosecuting counsel They might be more or less 
according to the circumstances In the majority of cases, 
however, there will probably be no reason for any 
differentiation 


(4) A more difficult question arises when the prosecution (5) Another difficult case is where the junior alone has been 
employs a leader and a junior and the defence has a junior briefed for the prosecution but the defence is represented by a 
only. In such a case it could and indeed has been argued that leader and a junior. In such a case it would I think be wrong 
the fee payable to the defending junior should approximate to fix the leader's fee by reference to what has’ been paid to the 
to the fee which the prosecution junior gets by virtue of the prosecuting junior. Whoever has granted a defence certificate 
two-thirds rulk I myself think that this is wrong Assuming has thought that the defence should have a leader Accordingly 
that the leader for the prosecution gets 250 guineas and his I think that his fee should be fixed by reference to what-an 
junior, as a result of the two-thirds rule, gets 166 guineas, ordinary competent leader would have done the work for if 
it would be wrong the defending junior 166 guineas he had been briefed for the prosecution 


IN WESTMINSTER AND WHITEHALL 


ROYAL ASSENT Isles of Scilly (National Health Service) Order, 1961. (S.] 
The following Bills received the Royal Assent on 18th May ‘ 1961 No. 906.) 4d 
Berkshire and Buckinghamshire County Councils (Windsor London-Cambridge-King’s Lynn Trunk Road (Stretham 
Eton Bridge, &« By-Pass) Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 862 5d 
Home Safety London-Edinburgh-Thurso Trunk Road (lerrybridge and 
Oaths. . Knottingley Diversions) Order, 1961 (S.I. 1961 No. 891.) 
Private Street Works. 5d 
Republic of South Africa (Temporary Provisions). London Traffic (Weight Restriction) (Uxbridge) Regulations, 
Restriction of Offensive Weapons. 1961. (S.1.1961 No. 877.) 4d. 
National Insurance (Contributions) Amendment Regulations, 
HOUSE OF LORDS 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 867.) 5d. 
PROGRESS OF BILLS National Insurance (Modification of Trustee Savings Banks 
Read First Tims Pensions) Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 910 5d 
Manchester Corporation Bill 18th Mav. Retention of Apparatus under Highways (County of Essex) 
Middlesex County | Bill 18th May (No. 1) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 890.) 5d 
: ; Rules of the Air and Air Traffic Control (Third Amendment) 
Read Second Tim« Regulations, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No.920.) 4d 
Rural Water Supplies and Sewerage Bill [H.C. Stopping up of Highways Orders, 1961: 
18th May County of Chester (No. 10). (S.1. 1961 No. 892 
Read Third Tim: County of Durham (No.6). (S.1. 1961 No. 878 
Factories Bill (H.L. 18th May. County of Durham (No. 7 (S.1. 1961 No. 893 
Holy Trinity Brompton Bill [H.C 17th May. County of Hampshire (No. 3). (S.1. 1961 No. 882 
Industrial and Provident Societies Bill 'H.C.) [17th May County of Kent (No. 6 (S.I. 1961 No. 880 5d 
Land Compensation Bill (H.L. 18th May County of Lancaster (No. 15). (S.I. 1961 No. 883 
Saint Benet Sherehog Churchyard Bill 16th May County of Lancaster (No.17). (S.1. 1961 No. 884 
Saint Pancras, Pancras Lane Chur L County of Pembroke (No. 2 (S.1. 1961 No. 886 
16th May City and County Borough of Sheffield (No 
In Committ No. 885.) 5d 
Criminal Justice Bill ‘H.C. isSth May County of Sussex, East (No. 2). (S.1. 1961 No. 881 
County of Wilts (No. 4). (S.1. 1961 No. 879.) 5d 
HOUSE OF COMMONS Trustee Savings Banks (Rate of Interest) Order, 1961. (S.1 
PROGRESS OF BILLS 1961 No. 901.) 4d 
Read Second Tim Wages Regulation (Keg and Drum) (Amendment) Order, 1961 
(S.I. 1961 No. 902.) 5d 
i : Wages Regulation (Pin, Hook and Eye, and Snap Fastener 
in Committee ; ; Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 887.) 6d 
Finance Bill (H.C. May Wages Regulation (Retail Bookselling and Stationery) Order, 
1961 (S.I1. 1961 No. 903.) 11d. 


Sutton Coldfield Corporati ill (HAI May 


STATUTORY INSTRUMENTS 
Adoption Agencies Regulations, 1961 S.1. 1961 No. 900.) 5d 
Berwick, Roxburgh and Selkirk Police (Amalgamation 
Amendment Scheme Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 905 (S.54 May 
5d 15th National Insurance (Contributions \mendment 
Colne Valley Water (finan Provisi rder, 1961. (S.J Regulations, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 867 
1961 No. 889 5d Road Traffic Act, 1956, s. 2, as respects vehicles first 
Cotton Industry Development Council (Amendment No. 4 registered on or after lst January, 1949 
Order, 1961 S.1. 1961 No. 899 i Wages Regulation (Retail Drapery, Outfitting and 
East Surrey Water Order 4d é, Footwear) Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 759 
Factories (Notice of Accident, et le 1 SI. 1961 Wages Regulation (Pin, Hook and Eye, and Snap 
No. 904 5 Fastener) Order, 1961. (S.1. 1961 No. 887.) 
Huntercombe (near Slough pecia ; is Scheme, 1961 2 Factories (Notice of Accident, et Order, 1961. 
(S.I. 1961 No. 876 5d (S.1. 1961 No. 904.) 
Hydrocarbon Oil Duties (Drawba (No. 2) Order, 1961 Wages Regulation (Keg and Drum) (Amendment) 
(S.1. 1961 No. 888 5d Order, 1961. (S.I. 1961 No. 902 
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REVIEWS 


Houseman’s Law of Life Assurance. 
N. S. Wensporn, LL.B. (Lond 
Actuaries. pp. xxii, 225 and 
Butterworth & Co. (Publishers 


Fifth 
Fellow of the 

(Index) 22 1961 

Ltd #1 7s. 6d. net 


Edition. By 
Institute of 
London: 


This introduction, apparently 
officials of life assurance purports to cover a good deal 
more than the law of life assurance. Thus it contains chapters 
entitled in such genera! terms as the law of contract, deeds and 
documents, mortgages, settlements, and bankruptcy, and each 
of these chapters in fact involves general discussion of its topic 
However, as is to be expected, even in these chapters the emphasis 
is really on the aspects of their topics appertaining to life assur- 
ance. Indeed the book gives rise to an unhappy contrast. Its 
intended readers are presumed to have had no legal education 
and are therefore provided throughout with elementary statements 
of general law before the law of life assurance is embarked on. 
The unhappy contrast lies in the fact that, whilst the law of life 
assurance is stated fully and correctly, the general statements of 
law are so elementary as either to be useless or to mislead, and 
are occasionally incorrect. For example, on the very first page 
appears the following surprising statement : fhe term Real 
Property is applied to rights and interests in land. Other property 
is termed Personal Property rhis is a layman-cum-beginner’s 
misapprehension, and several other mistakes not worth detailing 
were noticed. This reviewer dreads to think of those unlearned 
in the law In the preface to this 
edition Mr. Wenborn states that pension schemes are, in effect, 
excluded from consideration in the book would be 
impracticable to deal with the whole subject even in outline. 
Unfortunately the 
excluded 


written for both students and 


othces 


relying on such statements 


because it 


same goes for subjects which have not been so 


Contrasted with this, however, are the advanced and practical 
statements of the law of life assurance itself in its many various 
aspects (including income tax and estate duty), which the present 
writer was unable to fault, although the section on suicide may 
have to be Legislature has completed its 
deliberations Supplementing these latter statements are most 
useful appendices containing from relevant statutes 
and certain precedents, including a specimen précis on examina- 
tion of title to a life policy. The conclusion is that this book 
can be recommended to readers of this Journal, being practising 


amended when our 


excerpts 


lawyers, as a standby for those inevitable and perhaps frequent 
occasions when a matter involving life assurance arises, since there 
can be no fear of ng misled by the defective 
statements of however, any recom- 
mendation must necessarily be subject to reservations. 


such readers be 


i 
general law For others, 


The County Court Practice, 1961. By His Honour Sir EpGar 
Dare, R. C. L. Grecory, LL.B., of Gray’s Inn, Barrister-at- 
Law, and Mr. Registrar DouGLas FEARN. pp. cclxxi, 1956 
and (Index) 17 1961. London Butterworth & Co 
(Publisher Ltd Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd Stevens & Sons, 
Ltd. £4 15s. net 


In the latest edition of the 
forms are printed as 


Rules, 1960, and the 


ourt Practice the rules and 
amended by the County Court (Amendment) 
County Court (Amendment) (No. 2) Rules, 
1960. A new Betting, has been introduced to incorporate 
the Betting and Gaming Act, 1960 \mong other new measures 
dealt with are the Adoption Act, 1960, the Offices Act, 1960, and 
the Bills of Sale (Local Registration) Rules, 1960. Despite these 
and other additions, the. editors have not 
increasing the length of the text 


County ( 


titi 
Litit 


been successful in 


One is gratified to note the correction of a misprint which had 
endured, according to our County Court Letter” of 
18th November last, for more than ten years. In the section of 
the miscellaneous notes on cos scribed in the article as the 
“‘ masterpiece on the Bullock principal and agent are 
now at length in the al und no longer “‘ used.”’ 


sued 


The Faces of Justice. By Sy: 
London Collins. {1 ls. net 


sEDFORD 


1961. 


In this book the author proves herself to be a competent lay 
observer of matters legal in five countries and she must necessarily 


possess linguistic ability of a high order. Mrs. Bedford records 
her impressions of criminal courts at work in England, Germany, 
Austria, Switzerland and France. This is not a treatise on 
jurisprudence but essentially a narrative based on cases which 
happened to be under consideration at the courts the author 
happened to visit. Haphazard perhaps, but interesting. Few 
lawyers will not add to their stock of knowledge by reading this 
book, which will appeal also to many laymen interested in 
criminal trials. It was no doubt with an eye on her lay public 
that the author decided to include a description of the procession 
of prostitutes passing through the London magistrates’ courts to 
pay their 40s. fines ; very readable, very entertaining, but since 
the operation of the Street Offences (not Offenders’ as printed 
on p. 76) Act, 1959, obsolete, as the author admits. Comparisons 
of how others manage matters with which we are familiar are 
often intriguing and sometimes beneficial. A useful pointer 
found here is. an observation (on p. 127) concerning Germany 
“It appears to be considered less wasteful of time to have the 
judge and staff wait or have breaks, than oblige parties, sclicitors 
and witnesses to hang about for a portion of their working day.” 
They have something there. 


Investments in Land and Property. By W. A 
F.R.I.C.S., and E. G. Wenuam, B.Sc. (Lond.), 
F.A.I. pp. xviii and (with Index) 218. 1961 
Sweet & Maxwell, Ltd. {1 10s. net. 


LEACH, 
PY .m.LA.S., 
London: 


Books there are in plenty explaining the mysteries of the Stock 
Exchange and instructing the uninitiated how to invest (always 
profitably !) in stocks and shares. By contrast, the private 
investor in property (as opposed to the investor in property 
owning or property dealing companies) is not so well provided 
for. While there is no dearth of text-books on the law of property, 
the relationship of landlord and tenant, the principles of valuation 
or the management of property, general advice on property 
investment within the confines of a single volume is not so easy 
to come by, and the amateur has often to find his way around 
in the hard school of experience. So complex and varied are 
the different interests in land and property, and so numerous 
the rules of law and of practice surrounding them, that even 
professional advice, to be comprehensive, may have to be sought 
in more quarters than one. 


The sub-title of the new book—‘ A Guide for Investors and 
Those Responsible for Investment Policy '’"—may, therefore, 
have engendered the hope that here is a book which fills something 
of a gap in the existing literature on the subject, but this hope 
is somewhat dispelled by the preface, in which the joint authors 
say that their purpose is not to make every man his own property 
expert but to give the background against which the investor 
can understand and appreciate the importance of what his 
solicitor or surveyor reports to him and know when to seek advice. 
\ccordingly, there are chapters on most of the subjects with which 
the property investor will be concerned, ranging from boundaries 
to income tax and from compulsory purchase to mortgages. 
General investment advice there also is, but its ambit is somewhat 
disappointingly confined, though there are four chapters in 
which it is to be found, if one includes two dealing with valuation. 


To the lawyer, therefore, the book will make but a limited 
appeal by reason of the space devoted to an explanation of 
property law, its condensation and the absence of case references. 
One or two statements in the book, taken at their face value, 
may even be misleading by reason of their brevity. For example, 
on p. 114 it is stated that “an owner who sells off parts of his 
estate from time to time (sic) for building purposes is not liable 
to tax thereon; he is merely converting into money what was 
intended at the time of purchase to be a permanent investment.” 
It is not explained to the reader that even investment property 
may lose its character as such by reason of a contrary course of 
conduct on the part of the taxpayer. 

Even the lawyer, however, will find parts of the book interesting 
and instructive, while there can be no doubt at all that the work 
will repay careful study by the intending private investor in 
property. Mr. Leach is a member of the editorial board of the 
Journal of Planning and Property Law, and the authors certainly 
know their subject. 
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Famous Lord Chiefs Series (No. 4) 


OUR DEBT 
TO NURSES 


is incalculable. But this can, 
to some extent, be repaid 
by remembering the older 
Nurses who gave devoted 
service in return for a 
miserable salary and who 
now need your help to pro- 
vide them with security in 
their old age. 
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m9 IR HENRY POLLEXFEN (1632- -1691) THE NURSES’ MEMORIAL TO 


Agee - ‘S barrister, Inner Temple: crown prosecutor against } KING EDWARD VII 
to ee Monmouth’s followers, 1685: attorney-general, 1689: highs 
was founded in 1912 to maintain a Home or Homes 


3 | - . : : ine 
chief-justice of the common pleas 1689-2698 for Retired Nurses. Donations and Subscriptions 
; ‘ under Covenant are urgently needed—also Bequests 
One of the many eminent judges who banked with —to support the work of this Voluntary Organisation 


‘e “ | ic H I L D & e O and to maintain its Home for elderly Nurses. 


: ONE FLEET STREET, E.Cc. 4 . Please write for brochure and address all enquiries to :— 


A branch of Gl, Mills & Co. 67, Lombard Stret, B.C.3 : THE Hon. a cf or gece STREET 























INVESTIGATIONS —— 


Confidential Investigations in all Civil and 
Criminal Cases, Matrimonial and Personal 
Matters. Financial and other Commercial 
Enquiries undertaken. Observations. 
Persons traced. Witnesses interviewed 
and Proofs of Evidence taken. 


FOUNDED IN 1899 


JOuN CONQUEST 


LIMITED 


36 GREAT JAMES ST., BEDFORD ROW, W.C.1 
Telegrams & Cables: “Avouchable Holb, London” 


———— HOLBORN 3866 


aw 
As THE TOLL OF THE SEA 
| 


d ing i 
Dering the lt eo years hi Society ea o everything in your power to 


for 533 Survivors from 64 vessels and gave 
immediate relief to 250 dependants of 
men lost at sea during that period. 
Last year alone over 3,100 aged seamen, ° ° 
fishermen and their families were assisted. help the in its 


Relief expenditure for the year £42,000. 
Please help this National work. 


penance: brent ceaseless day-and-night crusade 


ee care against Cruelty to Animals 


SOCIETY You can become a member of the Society by subscribing 
£1 per annum, or a life member for a donation of £20 


(08) 16 Wilfred St., WESTMINSTER, LONDON, S.W.1 Address for Donations, Subscriptions and Enquiries: 
Patron: H.M. THE QUEEN THE CHIEF SECRETARY, ROYAL SOCIETY FOR THE PREVENTION OF CRUELTY TO ANIMALS 
DEPT. S.J.. 105 JERMYN STREET, LONDON, 8.W.1 Phone: WHITEHALL 7177 
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AUCTIONEERS, 


REGISTER OF 


VALUERS, SURVEYORS, LAND AND 


ESTATE AGENTS 








CITY OF LONDON 

BRIGHTWELL & MADDOCK, 29 Ludgate Hill, E.C.4. 
Tel, CiTy 1962/678). 

CHAMBERLAIN & WILLOWS, 23 Moorgate and 
$8 Coleman Street, EC2 Tel. METropolitan 800! 
10 lines) 

BENHAM, TEWSON & CHINNOCKS, 8 Telegraph 
Street, Moorgate, E.C.2. Tel Monarch 5962 (Private 
branch exchange) 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., 12 Coleman Street, E.C.2 
Esc. 1868. Tel. MON 9378 and at Clapham, S.W.9. 

CRON & WRIGHT, 17 Coleman Street, Moorgate, 
EC2 Tel. MONarch 6946 (PBX) 

FULLER, HORSEY. SONS & CASSELL. Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers of Industrial Premises, Plant 
and Machinery. 10 Lioyds Avenue, E.C.3. ROY 486!. 
Established 19807. 

GOOCH & WAGSTAFF, Chartered Surveyors, 3 & 4 
Old jewry,E.C 2 Tel. Metropolitan 

HICKLENTON & PHILLIPS, Specialists in Valuation of 

weils and Silver for probate or purchase, 90 Cheapside, 
.C.2. METropolitan 8441. 

HORNE & CO. (Founded 1795), Chartered Surveyors, 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9 |ronmonger 
Lane, E.C.2. METropolitan 8105 (3 lines). 

KING & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Factory Valuers and 
Agents, 71 Bishopsgate, E.C.2. Tel. LONdon Wall 720! 
S lines). See also North London 

AK LIELL & SON. Chartered Surveyors, 9-13 Crutched 
Friars, E.C.3. Telephone ROYal 5454. And East 


MATTHEWS & GOODMAN, Chartered Surveyors, 
35 Bucklersbury, E.C.4. Tel CiTy 5627. 

MOORE, C. C. & T., Chartered Surveyors, 13 Lime 
Street, E.C.3 (Established 1820). Tel MAN 0335/7. 
RICHARD ELLIS & SON, Chartered Surveyors, '65 
Fenchurch Street, £.C.3. Est. 1773. Tel. MiNcing 


Lane 4272. 
ST. QUINTIN, SON & STANLEY, Chartered Surveyors, 
149 Leadenhall Street, E.C.3. Est. 1830. Tel. AVEnue 


6055. 

TOPLIS & HARDING & FINDLAY, 13/14 Union Court, 
Old Broad Street, E.C.2. Tel. LONdon Wall 707! 
HAROLD WILLIAMS & PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Temple Chambers, Temple Avenue, E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate 
Circus 9288. Arid at 80 High Street, Croydon el 

Croydon 1931. 


NORTH LONDON 
ALFRED SLINN & CO. (Esc. 1889). Muswell Hill Broadway, 
N.10. Tel. TUD 009! (5 lines). 
BARBER Ry MOORE, F.A.L.P.A., 26 Stoke Newington 
16. Tel. CLissold 2143/4. 
BATTY. My STEVENS, 269 Archway Road, hom. N.6. 
Tel. eed oo Also at Muswell Hill, Finchley and 


Barnet, He 
KING & CO., ,. Surveyors, 725 Green Lanes, N.2!. 
Tel. LABurnum 1137 (4 lines). See also City of London. 
}. MAUNDER TAYLOR, Chartered Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and seme, Agent. 1318 High Road, N.20. 
Tel none 2377/72 
NEWBON & HEPMARD, Auctioneers, Surveyors and 
Estate Agents, E~4 Upper Street, Islington, N.!. 


Tel. Nonbu 

PERRY & SEYMOUR, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate 

a ts, ae oe Newington Road, N.16. Tel. 
661! 

H. PUTT & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, 580 Green Lanes, 
London, N.8. Tel. STA 3750. Valuations for Probate 
and C L Urban Estate Managers. 

STURT & TIVENDALE, Chartered Surveyors, 
Sa High Road, Whetstone, N.20. HIL 3331/2 and at 

gate, N.6. and Muswell Hill, N.10. 

wat Db SAUNDERS & CO., 298/299 Upper Street, 

Islington, N.!. Tel. Can 2487/8/9. 
NORTH-EAST LONDON 

H. EDELMAN & CO., F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers and 

ts, Surveyors Valuers, 172 Clapton 


WM. STEVENS & SON, 5 Dalston Lane, E.8. Auctioneers 
and Surveyors. Est. 1869. Tel. Clissold 1802. Also 
at Brondesbury, N.W.6, and Edgware. 

NORTH-WEST LONDON 

——_ ans & ae oe Chartered 

ome illesden e,N.W.2. Tel. Willesden 





nm.—RODNEY 
1 Church Road, 
And East Sheen. 


be Sheen and Roeham 
SCOTT & CO. (F. G. Porter, F.A.!.), [2 
Barnes, 


$.W.13. RIV 264! (3 lines). 

Battersea, m Aupetion, Tooti uthfields. 
—RAYNERS server Bar r, LP. EVI, ERVA.: 
L. &. €. C.S., A.A.L.), 205 Lavender Hill, 
S.W.11. ty i Te 8686. Four Offices. 

and Sidcup.—DYER SON & CREASEY 
Chartered Surveyors, 22 Tranquil Vale, $.£.3, and 
111 Station Road, Sidcup. 

Brentford (for West London and West Middiesex).— 
LINNEY, MATTHEWS & CO. (C. A. Naylor, FALL, 
FA.LP.A., F.V.1.), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

NY 112 High Street, Brentford. Tel. 


LONDON 
NORTH-WEST LONDON (continued) 


ANSCOMBE & RINGLAND, G. B. Slater, W. Andrews, 
}. G. Slater; Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8 Wellington Road, N.W.8. Tel. PRI 7116. 

BENNETT & CO., Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 
167 Cricklewood Broadway, N.VW/. 2. Tel. GLAdstone 
6666 and 7871 (6 lines). 

CAMERONS (Est. 1908), Estate Agents and Valuers, 
90 Walm Lane, N.W.2. Tel. WIL 0091. 

T. B. WESTACOTT & SONS, Surveyors, Valuers and 
Gecstonsens. 74 Camden Road, N.W.i. Tel. GULiiver 

1 


SOUTH-EAST LONDON 

BLAKE & DANNATT (Est. 1875), Chartered Surveyors, 
R. S. jackson, F.R.1.C.S., F.AJ.. George Dannatt, 
FRACS. FAL, (18 Nelson Road. 5.£.10. Tel 
GREenwich 0593/0560. 

EASTMAN BROS., —_ Agents & Valuers, 280 Kirkdale, 
$.£.26. Tel SYD 660 

FURLONG (H. J.) & sons, Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Valuers, | Woolwich New Road, Woolwich, S.E.18. 
Tel. 1467/8. And at Eltham, $.E.9, and branches. 

HUMPHREYS, SKITT & CO. (Est. 1793), 205 Greenwich 
High Road, S.E.10. GRE 1102/3. 

NOYS & HOWES, F.A.L.P.A., 4 Sydenham Road, S.E 
and 137 Anerley Road, $.£.20.. Tel. Syd. 5173. e98. 
and 4742. 

PEARSONS, Chartered Surveyors, (89/19! Stanstead 
Road, Forest Hill, $.E.23. Tel. FOR 1133/6. 

VICTOR W. HINDWOOD & CO., Auctioneers and 
Surveyors, 37 Chariton Church Lane, S.E.7. Tel. 
GREenwich 1144/5/6. Blackheath Village, $.E.3. Tel. 
LEE 3747. And Branches. 


SOUTH-WEST LONDON 

ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. 
Rents collected. 193 New King’s Road, S.W.6. Tel. 
REN. 1368/9 & 2317. Also at Richmond, Surrey (q.v.). 

ANLEY & CO., Auctioneres and Surveyors, 853 Fulham 
Road, S.W.6. REN 2383/5. 

GEORGE BELBIN & CO., Chartered Surveyors and 
Valuers, | Knightsbridge Green, $.W.1. Tel. KNights- 
bridge 8846/8 

CALLOW & CO. (Estab. 1645), | Leigham Court Road, 
Streatham, $.W.16. Tel. STR 0185/6 & STR 5252. 

EDWIN EVANS & SONS (Est. 1880), Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, Auctioneers Estate Agents, 251 & 253 
Lavender Hill, Clapham junction, S.W.1//. Tel. 
BAT OOS! (4 ‘lines). And at Morden, Surrey. Tel. 
MIT 2281. 

FINCH & CO., F.R.LC.S., F.AJL, 187 Kingston Road, 
Wimbledon. Tel. LIB 3345. And Clapham, S.W.4. 
JOHN FOORD & CO., 56 Victoria Street, $.W.!. Tel. 
ViC 2002/4. Industrial Valuers, Buildings, Plant & 

Machinery. 

W. HALLETT & CO. (Est. 1869), Su , Valuers and 
Estate wg 3 (L. j. Nixon, A.R. CS. Chartered 
Su A. R. Nixon, A.A.L.P.A.), 6 Royal Parade, 
Kew arden, Richmond. Tel, RiChmond 1034 and 5950. 

C. ERNEST MANEY, F.A.L, F.V.1, | Cavendish Parade, 
South Side, Clapham, $.W.4.. Tul. 4414. 

RAYNERS, Property Managers, 30 Upper Richmond Road, 
Putney, $.W.15. Tel. VANdyke 1000/3166/4242. 

TAYLOR, A. W., & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 159 Putney High 
Street, $.W.15. Tel. egg ogg _ lines). Est. 1883. 

WATSON & EWEN 366 Streatham High 
Road, $.W.16 (F.R.1. i” FANS Tel. Streatham 
and 4788. 

WILLIAM WILLETT ESTATE AGENTS LTD., Sloane 
Square, $.W.1. Tel. Sloane 8141. And at 146 Gloucester 
Road, S.W.7. Tel. Frobisher 2238. 

YORK & JONES, Office & Business Premises 
1! Palmer Street, $.W. 1. Tel. ABB 1181/4. 


EAST LONDON 
ANSTEYS (Est. 1878), Chartered Surveyors, Auctioneers 
and Valuers, 511 Barking Road, Plaistow, E.13. Tel. 
Grangew: 0308. 
H. |. BLISS & SONS (Est. 1816), 162/4 Bethnal Green Road, 
E.2. Tel. BIS 4818/9. 


Specialists, 


BROWN & EWIN, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 218 East India Dock Road, E.14. Tel East 3872. 


EAST LONDON (continued) 


CLARKSON & San. Chartered Surveyors and 
Estate + 223 East India Dock Road, E.14. Tel. 
EAS« | ry And 23 Billiter Street, E.C.3. Tel. 
ROYal 1006, 

MOORE, C. 3 ‘k T., Chartered Surveyors, 33 Mile End 
Road, E.!. City Office, 13 Lime Screet, E.C.3. Tel. 
MAN 0335/7. 

TAYLOR, LOCKHART & LANG, ey Surveyors 
and Estace Managers, Est. 130 years. (S. Lockhart 
F.A.L.P.A., J. W. Lockhart, A-R.ILC.S., A.A.L., ot A. Lang, 
A.R.1.C.S., M.R.S.H.), 230/232 Whitechapel Road, E.!. 
BiShopsgate 7378 and at 95 Park Lane, W.!. 


WEST-CENTRAL LONDON 


BAILEY & WOODBRIDGE, 9 Great Russell Street, W.C.!. 
Tel.: MUSeum 2624. Estate Agents, Surveyors. 
Investment Specialists. 

BUCKLAND & SONS, 4 Bloomsbury Square, W.C.|. 
Tel. HOL 0013/4. Also at Windsor, Slough and 
Reading. 

SAVILL, ALFRED & SONS, Chartered Surveyors, Land and 
Estate Agents, Valuers and Auctioneers, 5ia Lincoln's 
Inn Fields, W.C.2. Tel. HOLborn 8741/9. Also at 
Chelmsford, Guildford, Norwich, Wimborne and 
Woking. 

E. A. SHAW & PARTNERS (Est. 1899). Surveyors and 
Valuers, 19 and 20 Bow Street, W.C.2. Tel. COV 2255. 


WEST END LONDON 
a fag SONS & NICHOLSON—H. C. H. Beecroft, 
Beecroft, F.R.I.C.S., F.AJ., Valuers, Surveyors 
a ‘Assessors, 32a Weymouth Street, W.1. Tel. 
LAN 6721 (4 lines). 

DOUGLAS KERSHAW & CO., Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate hay —~ Valuers. 20 Brook Street, W.!. Tel. 
MAY fair 4928 and 3404. 

DOUGLAS YOUNG & CO., 
HYD 6441 and at E.C.2. 
DRIVERS, JONAS & CO., Chartered Surveyors, Land 
Agents and Auctioneers, 7 Charlies I! Street, St. James's 

Square, S.W. 1. Tel. TRAfaigar 4744. 

FOLKARD & HAYWARD, 
Tel. WELbeck 8181. 

HERRING, SON & DAW (incorporating Arthur F. 
Bourdas), ae | Surveyors, Valuers and Town Planning 
Consultants, St. James's Square, $.W.1!. Tel. 
TRAfaigar 4121. 

MAPLE & CO., LTD., Estate ooen. 5 Grafton Street, 
Bond Street, W.I. Tel. HYDe Park 4685. 

PERRY & BELL, Bell House, 175 ‘fan Street, W.1!. 
Tel.: REGent 3333 (4 lines). Surveyors, Valuers, Estate 
Agents and Auctioneers. 


1 Dover Street, W.1. Tel. 


115 Baker Street, W.!. 


WEST LONDON 

ALLEN & NORRIS, LTD., Estate Agents, Valuers and 
Surveyors, |! Fulham Palace Road, W.6. Tel. 
Ful 7817/8/9. 

ATHAWES, SON & CO., F.A.l. (Est. 1871), Chartered 
Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, Surveyors and 
Estate Managers, Acton, W.3. (ACOrn 0056/7/8.) 

BEALE & CAPPS, Chartered Auctioneers, Surveyors, 
Valuers, 126 Ladbroke Grove, W.!0. Tel. PAR 567! 

CHESTERTON & SONS, Chartered Surv 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 116 Kensington High 
Street, W.8. Tel. Western |234. 

COLE, HICKS & CHILVERS, Surveyors, etc., Helena 
Chambers, 42 The Broadway, Ealing, W.5. Tel. 
Eail 4014/5. 

COOKES & BURRELL, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers, West Kensington, 
W.14. el. FULham 7665/6. 

FARNHAM & COIGLEY, Chartered Surveyors and om 
Agents, 9 Kensington Church Street, W.8. Tel. 

Western 0042. 


FLOOD & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 8 Westbourne Grove, W.2. Tel. BAY 0803. 
TIPPING & CO., Surveyors, Estate Agents and Valuers, 
56 Queensway, W.2. Tel. BAY 6686 (4 lines). 

GEO. WESTON, F.A.l.. Auctioneers, Estate Agents, 
Valuers, Surveyors, 10 ‘Sutherland Avenue, Paddington, 
W.9. Tel. Cun 7217 (5 lines) 





LONDON SUBURBS 


Chiswick and Bedford gi lly GREENWOOD 
& CO., 386 High Road, eg tg Harding, F.R.LC.S., 
eee Ernest }. Griffen, FAL. S. Bradley, F.A.L., 

. 1873. Tel. Chiswick Foaaia/4 


ealng Ealing Common and District.—JONES & <<. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, ad 
Ealing Common Station, W.5. Tel. ACO 5006 (3 lines}. 

East Ham.—HAMLETTS’ (LEWIS 4 HAMLETT, 
F.R.LC.S.), 764 ee Road, Plaistow, E.13, Surveyors 
and — wnigy 7 tn Est. 1893. Tel. Grangewood —? 

and Richmond.—c. 
A. hn A Knorton, Soma a 3 Unper 


East 
MELVILLE eng . 
est, Sheen. 


Richmond 
PROspect 102 


‘Caneel on p. xv) 


Edgware.—E. i. F.R.LC.S., FAL, 

Road. Tel. Ube’ orz3 

Finchley.—€. C. tLovD, 336 Regents Park Road, N.3. 
Tel Finchley 6246, 

Finchley and +h & SON, Auctioneers, 
Su ors and Valuers 315, Ballards Lane, N.12. 
Est. 1874. Tel. HIL 5252/3. 

Hammersmith.—MORTON & WATERS, 310 King 
Street. Valuations, Survey. Estates Managed. Tel. 
Riverside 1080 and 4567. 

Harrow.—E. i) F.A.1., Surveyor, Chartered 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, 7 College Road, Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. at Sudbury, Wembley, 

North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 


39 Station 
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NOTES OF CASES 


These notes are published by arrangement with the Council of Law Reporting. Except in respect of those marked *, full reports of the judgments, revised 


by the judges, will shortly appear in the Weekly Law Reports. 


A list of cases reported in to-day’s issue of “W.L.R.” is set out at the end of these notes 


Case Editor: J. D. PENNINGTON, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


Court of Appeal 


COUNTY COURT: ORDERS AND FORMS 
INACCURATELY DRAWN: APPLICATION 
OF SLIP RULE 


*Chung Kwok Hotel Co. and Another v. Field 
Ormerod, Willmer and Danckwerts, L.JJ. 3rd May, 1961 
Appeal from Marylebone County Court. 


On 18th January, 1960, on an application made by the 
defendant to vacate the judgment on a compromised possession 
action, the attention of the county court judge was directed 
to Ord. 25, r. 6, of the County Court Rules. He directed two 
issues to be tried : (1) whether the present landlords, a company 
which had bought the property from the original landlord 
after an order for possession had been made, had created a 
tenancy in favour of the defendant ; (2) if not, whether the 
necessary assignments had been made so as to give the present 
landlords a title to issue the warrant for possession. The 
Court of Appeal, reversing the county court judge’s finding 
on the second issue (see [1960] 1 W.L.R. 1112; 104 Sor. J. 
847), held that the benefit of the order for possession had not 
been assigned to the present landlords and that they could not 
enforce it. Following that decision, the county court registrar 
drew up an order substituting the present landlords for the 
original landlord in the possession action and also amended 
the terms of county court Form 151 in such a way as to 
indicate that the present landlords had been so substituted. 
Moreover, the order purporting to state the decision of the 


Court of Appeal was incompletely drawn up and provided 


only for costs. On 20th January, 1961, the original landlord 
successfully applied to the county court judge, pursuant to 
Ord. 15, r. 1, of the County Court Rules, to be added as 
plaintiff in the possession action. The defendant appealed 
against the judge’s order on the ground that under Ord. 15, 
r. 1, a party could not be added after final judgment. 


DANCKWERTS, L.J., said that there was nothing in the 
county court judge’s order of 18th January, 1960, to suggest 
that he had substituted the present landlords as plaintiff 
in the possession action for the original landlord and, 
if he had made such an order, the effect of the Court of 
Appeal’s decision ought to have been to leave the original 
landlord as the plaintiff. County court Form 151 as filled in 
by the registrar was wholly inapt for the circumstances of 
this case. Moreover, the order of the Court of Appeal as 
drawn up was wholly incomplete. It should have reversed 
the order of the county court judge and the result would 
have been to wipe out his order in favour of the present 
landlords and leave the original landlord in possession of her 
rights under her original judgment, but that had not been 
done. It was not necessary to decide whether a party could 
or could not be added after final judgment under Ord. 15, 
r. 1, of the County Court Rules. The exclusion of the original 
landlord was due to a mistake or series of mistakes and the 
position should be rectified under the slip rule : Ord. 15, r. 12. 
That applied to final orders and there was authority to show 
that lapse of time had nothing to do with the matter. The 
original landlord was the proper person to enforce the judg- 
ment and, as the present landlords were supporting her, the 
warrant for possession should issue forthwith. 


ORMEROD and WILLMER, L.JJ., agreed. Appeal allowed. 
Order of county court judge varied. Original landlord to be 
substituted for present landlords as plaintiff in original 
action. 


APPEARANCES: Peter Merriton (Beach & Beach); Alan di 
Piro (Pickering Kenyon & Co.); Mervyn Heald (Pickering 
Kenyon & Co.). 

: [Reported by Mrs. E. M. Weitwoon, Barrister-at-Law] 


FACTORY: DANGEROUS MACHINERY BEING 
CLEANED : WHETHER “ IN MOTION OR IN USE” 
Knight v. Leamington Spa Courier, Ltd. 
Holroyd Pearce, Upjohn and Donovan, L.] J. 16th May, 1961 

Appeal from Nuneaton County Court. 

An experienced press operator was injured while cleaning 
the blanket rollers of a printing press in the defendants’ 
factory between printing times. In order to have access to 
the parts to be cleaned, he removed the guard which usually 
covered the rollers and stop press housing, dangerous parts 
within the Factories Act, 1937, s. 14 (1) ; he then pressed 
an inching button with his left hand, thereby bringing into 
operation the slow-motion electrical motive power driving the 
press, and cleaned the rollers with a rag. Ordinary printing 
speed was operated by another button, the inching device 
being controlled by continuous pressure which caused the 
rollers and the stop press housing to revolve slowly at five 
and nine revolutions a minute respectively. During the 
cleaning process his right-hand fingers were drawn into the 
unguarded nip, he having failed to take his left hand off the 
button to stop the movement. He claimed damages, inter 
alia, for breach of the duty under s. 14 (1) to fence securely 
every dangerous part of any machinery; the county court 
judge dismissed the claim, holding that the dangerous parts 
were not “in motion or in use’ within s. 16 and that there 
was accordingly no duty to fence securely at the time the 
operation of cleaning was being carried out. The plaintiff 
appealed. 

Hotroyp Pearce, L.J., said that as the exceptions in 
s. 16 did not include exposure for cleaning purposes the 
question was whether that section extended widely enough 
to cover the present case. Guidance was to be found in 
Richard Thomas & Baldwins v. Cummings [1955) A.C. 321, 
where the House of Lords decided that mere movement of 
machinery did not mean that it was “ in motion or in use ”’ ; 
and that case was authority for the proposition that the 
words connoted the substantial movement of the machine's 
normal working or some normal movement reasonably com- 
parable to its working. The slow sporadic rotation or inter- 
mittent movement of machinery, intended to place it more 
advantageously for cleaning or repairing, whether produced by 
manual or mechanical power, was not normally motion or use 
within the section. In borderline cases the movement must 
be a question of fact or degree. The inching process in this 
case was quite different from the machine’s normal process. 
The button was devised so that only while it was being 
pressed did the machine move ; but the rollers were intended 
to revolve continuously at high speed and not to inch forward 
slowly. His lordship could not accept that the employers 
should have insisted on the guard being lowered while the 
operator pressed the button and caused the roller to revolve 
an inch or two. Such a precaution would be unreal. The 
appeal should be dismissed. 

Upjoun and Donovan, L.JJ., delivered concurring judg- 
ments. Appeal dismissed. Leave to appeal granted. 

APPEARANCES: A. E. James, Q.C., and Ian Black (Sharpe, 
Pritchard & Co., for Bosworth, Bailey Cox & Co., Birmingham) ; 
John Thompson, Q.C., and E. Brian Gibbens (E. P. Rugg & 
Co., for Buller Jeffries & Kenshole, Birmingham). 

(Reported by Miss M. M. Hii, Barrister-at-Law) 
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ESTATE AGENT’S COMMISSION: “ ANYONE 


PREPARED TO PURCHASE ” 
*Martin Gale & Wright v. Buswell 
Holroyd Pearce, Upjohn and Donovan, L.J J. 
17th May, 1961 
Appeal from Kingston-on-Thames County Court. 


A houseowner instructed estate agents to offer her house 
fr sale, commission being payable “in the event of [the 
agents} introducing the property to anyone prepared to 
purchase on terms acceptable to you.’’ The agents 
showed the house to a person willing and anxious to buy it, 
who made an offer “ subject to contract.” On 3rd July, 
1959, the vendor's solicitors sent a draft contract to the 
would-be purchaser's solicitors which was returned approved 
on 11th August, and on the same day the purchaser’s solicitors 
sent him an engrossment which he returned signed a day or 
two later; but on 11th August the vendor told the agents 
that for various reasons she would not proceed with the sale, 
and on 12th August asked them to inform the purchaser that 
it would be better to cancel the sale. Within a few days the 
vendor received an increased offer for the house through 
other agents. The estate agents claimed commission of £135, 
contending that they had introduced the property to a 
person ‘prepared to purchase.’’ The county court judge 
dismissed the claim. The agents appealed. 

Hotroyp Pearce, L.J., said that the judge had rightly 
held that the words “ subject to contract ” had real signifi- 
cance ; for the purchaser was not in a position to make an 
unconditional offer at that stage, although he was in a state 
of readiness to purchase. This was the abnormal case where 
estate agents were claiming commission for an abortive 
transaction ; and the question was whether they had shown 
that they had introduced a person prepared to purchase, 
and, if so, whether he was prepared to purchase on terms 
acceptable to the vendor. So long as an offer was “ subject 
to contract "’ it had an unstable character in that the purchaser 
could resile if his mind or his circumstances changed (see 
Graham & Scott (Southgate), Lid. v. Oxlade {1950) 2 K.B. 257). 
No doubt it would cease to have that character if the proposed 
purchaser had tendered to the vendor the signed contract, 
but the transaction never reached that stage. The vendor 
changed her mind and the sale went off. The terms of the 
proposed purchase ceased to be acceptable to her, and there- 
after it was too late, even if the signed contract had been 
tendered. There was nothing in this agreement which gave 
the agents a right to commission for introducing a person 
prepared to purchase on terms which at one time were 
acceptable to the vendor but were not so at the time of the 
unconditional offer. The appeal should be dismissed. 

UPJOHN mi a 
dismissed. 


and DONOVAN, concurred. Appeal 

APPEARANCES : Stanley Ibbotson (Brown, Turner, Compton, 
Carr & Co. for R. Lucas & Sons, Harrow): David Sullivan 
(Baker, Freeman & Co., Mitcham). 


Repor 


ted by Miss M. M. Hitt, Barrister-at-Law 


MINING: BREACH OF STATUTORY DUTY: 
ONUS OF PROOF 
Sanderson v. National Coal Board 
Holroyd Pearce, Upjohn and Donovan, L.JJ. 18th May, 1961 
Appeal from Wakefield County Court. 


A miner working in a crouching position at the coal face 
was injured when several hooks came adrift from a slow- 
moving conveyor belt and caught his leg. His shouts were 
unheard by the belt-man, whose duty it was to look for 
defects and stop the belt if he saw any. The miiner claimed 
damages, inter alia, for breach of the duty under s. 81 (1) 
of the Mines and Quarries Act, 1954 (which provides that 
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“ All parts and working gear ... shall be . . . free from 
patent defect, and shall be properly maintained’’). The 
National Coal Board conceded that hooks sticking out of the 
belt were a “ patent defect ” within s. 81 (1) but relied on 
the defence provided by s. 157, that ‘it was impracticable 
to avoid or prevent the contravention” of s. 81 (1). The 
county court judge found that the moment the hooks came 
adrift there was a breach of s. 81 (1), but that the defence 
under s. 157 succeeded because the plaintiff could not show 
on the evidence that the defect existed for four or five minutes 
before he was injured and, as the evidence was that this 
belting might come adrift at any time without negligence on 
the part of anybody and without any warning, the defendants 
had proved that it was impracticable to avoid or prevent 
the breach. The plaintiff appealed. 


HoLroyD PEARCE, L.J., said that as soon as there was a 
patent defect there was automatically a notional breach of 
the absolute obligation under s. 81 (1), which started when 
the defect became patent and continued until it was remedied. 
There was no period of grace during which someone could 
mend the defect. The notion of “ practicability ’ could only 
be introduced when s. 157 had been invoked. The judge was, 
therefore, right in holding that the plaintiff had established 
his right of action ; but he had erred in saying, on the defence 
under s. 157, that the plaintiff had to show that the defect 
had existed for four or five minutes before he was injured. 
The onus under s. 157 was on the Board, and they had proved 
nothing save that such an accident could have happened 
without any negligence. The mere fact that an accident 
might have happened in a way which it was impracticable to 
avoid was beside the point ; they had to prove that it probably 
happened so. The evidence of impracticability was not 
strong, and proof that it was “impracticable to avoid the 
contravention ’ must be by evidence and not deduced by 
inference. The Board had proved nothing which could 
divest them of their status of insurers under s. 81 (1). The 
appeal should be allowed. 

Upjoun and Donovan, L.JJ., concurred. 
Leave to appeal refused. 

APPEARANCES: P. Stanley Price, Q.C., and Alexander 
W. Lyon (Corbin Greener Cook, for Raley & Pratt, Barnsley) ; 
E. Marven Everett, O.C.,and_John Pickering (Donald H. Haslam, 
for C. M. H. Glover, Doncaster). 


[Reported by Miss M. M. Hixt, Barrister-at-Law 


Appeal allowed. 


Chancery Division 


COMPANIES: AMALGAMATION: STAMP DUTY : 
“ CONVEYANCE ON SALE” 


Henty & Constable (Brewers), Ltd. v. Inland Revenue 
Commissioners 


Buckley, J. 21st March, 1961 
Appeal from commissioners. 


On 17th April, 1921, all the shareholders in a vendor 
company entered into an agreement with the appellants 
for the sale to the appellants of their shares in the vendor 
company. The agreement provided that the vendors sell 
and transfer their shares to the appellants or their nominees, 
that the appellants purchase them at prices set out in the 
schedule, that completion be on 25th April, 1921, and that the 
shares be then transferred to the appellants, the consideration 
being fully paid-up shares in the appellants. Clause 4 of 
the agreement provided that the vendor shareholders, as 
soon as convenient after the completion, should procure the 
vendor company to pass a special resolution for its own winding 
up and that a named liquidator be appointed; and cl. 6 
that, as the consideration was arrived at without taking 
into account the value of properties of the vendor company 
specified in the second schedule, it was further agreed that 
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and Estate Offices, 94E Whiteladies Road, Clifton and 
Redfield. 

Bristol and the West of Engiand.—|. P. STURGE & 
SONS (Established 1760), Surveyers, Land Agents and 
Auctioneers, 24 Berkeley Square, Bristol, 8. Telephone: 
26691 (5 lines). 

Cheltenham.—G. H. BAYLEY & SONS, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers, 27 Promenade. 
Tel. 2102. Established in Cheltenham over a century 

Cheltenham.—VIRGIN & RICHARDS, LTD., F.V.I. 
incorporated Valuers and Estate Agents, 3 Clarence 
Parade. Tel. 56351. 

Cheitenham.—YOUNG & GILLING (j. T. Walford, 
ARLCS., A. W. Allard, FAL.P.A.), Auctioneers, 
Surveyors and Valuers. Established over a century. 
3 Crescent Terrace, Cheltenham. Tels. 2129 and 2433. 

Cirencester.—HOBBS & CHAMBERS, Chartered 
Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 
Tel. Cirencester 62/63. 

Gloucester.—SANDOE & SONS, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, Valuers, 4/5 Market Parade 


HAMPSHIRE 


Aldershot, Farnborough, Fleet, Hartiey Wintne 
Alresford and Winchester.—ALFRED PEARSON. 
& SON (established 1900), Surveyors, Valuers, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 

136 Victoria Road, Aldershot (Tel. Aldershot !/7): 
Clock House, Farnborough (Tel. Farnbor. |—2 lines): 
Fleet Road, Fleet (Tel. Fleet 1066—3 lines): 

High Sc., Hartley Wintney (Tel. Hartley —aaeee 233): 
25 West Screet, Alresford (Tel. Alresford 274): 
Walcote Chambers, High Street, Winchester 
(Tel. Winchester 3388—2 lines). 

Aldershot and Surrey and Wants BGorders.-- 
KINGHAM & KINGHAM, Auctioneers, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and Valuers, Bank House, Grosvenor Road, 
Aldershot. Tel. 23353 

Alresford. CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 335. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

Alton.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & Watson, 
Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estare Agents, Ackender 
House. = 2401/2. And at Farnham, Surrey, and 
Basingstok 

hedge. or. ELLEN & SON, Land Agents, Auctioneers, 
Valuers and Surveyors. London Street. Tel. 3444 
(2 lines). Established 1845. 

Basingstoke.—BATESON & NICHOLAS, Auctioneers, 
Estate A rvy Surveyors and Valuers, 2 Queens Parade 
(next G.P.O.), New tw Tel. 566. 

Basingstoke.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, Auctioneers, Land & Estate Agents, 
36 Winchester Street. Tel. 2255/6. And at Farnham, 
Surrey and Alton. 

Basingstoke.—SIMMONS & SONS, Surveyors. Valuers, 
Estate Agents and Auctioneers. Tel. 199. 

Bournemouth.—FOX SONS, Surveyors, Valuers 
and Auctioneers, 44/52 Old Christchurch Road. 
Tel. Bournemouth 6300 (10 lines). Branch Offices in 
all Bournemouth districts and at Parkstone, Ringwood, 
New Milton, Southampton, no and Dae ng rer. 

Bournemouth.—RUMSEY ce, 
til Old Christchurch Road. Tel. le 21212. 
14 Branch Offices in Hants and Dorset and the Channel 
tslands. 

Fleet.—H. J. POULTER & SON, Estate —, Surveyors 
and Valuers. Central Estate Offices. Tel. 86. 

Gosport.—LAWSON & CO., F.V.1., Estate Agents, 
Valuers, etc. 9% Brockhurst Road. Tel. 83303 (2 lines). 

Gosport.—L. S. VAIL, F.R.L.C.S., Chartered Surveyor. 
79 High Street. Tel. 8732. 

Havant, Cosham, Portsmouth, Hayling Island.— 
WHITEHEAD & WHITEHEAD, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate Agents, 5 West Street, eee, (Tel. 1244/5.) 
82 High Street, Cosham. (Tel. 76427/8.) Elm Grove, 
Hayling Island. (Tel. 77131 and rae ) 

Lymington and ilford-on-Sea.—_jACKMAN AND 
MASTERS (Est. 1886). Auctioneers, Valuers, etc. 
Tel. Lymington 3292/3. 

Lymington and New Forest.—HEWITT & CO., 
F.AJ., Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Surveyors and Valuers. High Street. Tel. Lymington 
2323/4. 

New Milton and Barton-on-Sea.—HEWITT & CO. 
F.AJ. New Milton. Tel. 43 

Petersfield.—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 213. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

Portsrmouth.—P. . LUDLOW, Angerstein Road, 
North End. Tel. 61441/2. 

Southampton.—PRING & CO., FA... 40 The Avenue. 
Tel. 22171/2. 

Southampton and New Forest.—DRIVERS, JONAS 
& CO. (Est. 1725), incorporating Waller & King, 
Chartered Surveyors, Land Agents, Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. |!7 Cumberland Place, Southampton. 
Tel. Soman 24545 

Winchester. SAVAGE & WELLER, Surveyors, 
Auctioneers, volwore and Estate Agents, 25 St. Thomas 
Street, Winchester. Tel. Winchester 253! 


(Continued on p. xvii) 


HEREFORDSHIRE 


Hereford.—GREENLANDS, LTD., Auctioneers, Estate 
Agents, Valuers. Church Street. Tel. 2366 (4 lines) 


HERTFORDSHIRE 


All W. Herts, S. Bucks.—(Messrs.) |. GIBSON 
CRACKNELL, Surveyors and Valuers, Est. 1897. 
59 Whippendell Road, Watford. Tel 29205 

Berkhamsted and Hemel Hempstead.—R. |. 
AITCHISON, F.A.1., M.R.San.!. 

Cheshunt, Cuffley, Waitham Cross and District.— 
ROBERT TIDEY % SON, Waltham Cross. Tel. 22964. 

Hertford.—NORRIS & DUVALL. FRICS., FAL, 
106 Fore Street, Tel. 2249. 

Hitchin.—]. R. EVE & SON, 5 Bancroft. Surveyors, Land 
Agents, Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2/68. 

N. Herts and S. Beds.—W. & H. PEACOCK, Chartered 
Surveyors. 8 High Street, Baldock, Herts. Tel. 2/85. 

Rickmansworth, Chorleywood.—SVWANNELL & SLY, 
53 High Street, Rickmansworth. Tel. 3/41. Valuers 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Tring, Hemel Hempstead and Berkhamsted.— 
W. BROWN & CO., Urban and Agricultural practice 
Head Office: 41 High Street, Tring. Tel. 2235/6, 


SLE OF WIGHT 


Bembridge, ou, Rag So ve Newport, Ryde, 
Sandown, Shank Seaview, Ventnor and 
Yarmouth.—SiR FRANCIS PITTIS & SON, Chartered 
Surveyors and Chartered Auctioneers 

Cowes, Newport and all Districts.—A. E. & S. C. 
WADHAM, F.A.L.P._A. (Est. 1860), Cowes. Tel. 114! 
(2 lines). 

Newport, Ryde, Freshwater, Sandown, Bembridge 
—WAY, RIDDETT & CO. 


KENT 


Ashford.—GEERING & COLYER. Auctioneers. Surveyors 
and Estate Agents, Bank Chambers. Ashford, and at 
Hawkhurst and Tunbridge Wells, Kent; Rye, 
Wadhurst and Heathfield, Sussex. 

Ashford, Sandwich and East Kent.—j/OHN HOGBIN 
& SON, Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers, Land and 
Estate Agents. Tel. Ashford 449; Sandwich 3163 

Beckenham.—CHRISTOPHER 8 CURTIS, MB.E., 
Surveyor and Valuer, 257a Croydon Road Tel. 
BECkenham 1000. 

Beckenham.—JOLLYE & WOOD, 4 The Broadway, 
Croydon Road. Tel. Beckenham 1430 

Bexleyheath.—ARTHUR KENT & CO., LTD., Surveyors 
Valuers and Estate Agents. 124/6 Broadway, Tel. 1244/5. 

Bromiey.—WATERER & DICKINS, Chartered Survey- 
ors, Chartered Auctioneers & Estate Agents, Valuers, 
133 High Street, Bromiey, Kent. Telephone RAVens- 
bourne 0147/8. 

Canterbury.—FARQUHARSON & MILLARD, F.R.IC.S., 
F Aj., 80 Castle Street, Canterbury. Tel. 4861/2. 

East Kent.—WORSFOLD & HAYWARD, offices at 
3 Market Square, Dover; !! Queen Street, Deal; 
4 St. Margaret's Street, Canterbury; and !2 Preston 
Street, Faversham. Established 1835. 

Folkestone.—GEO. MILNE & CO., Anotemen and 
Valuers, 107 Sandgate Road. Tel. 3619 

Folkestone.—TEMPLE, BARTON, LTD., 
69 Sandgate Road. Tel. 2258/9. 

Folkestone and District.—BANKS & SON (P. R Bean, 
F.R.LC.S., F.At), Chartered a Chartered 
Auctioneers, etc., 6 Bouverie Square, Folkestone. Tel. 
4509/3559. 

Folkestone and District.—SMITH-WOOLLEY & CO. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Land Agents, Valuers, 
Estate Agents, Manor Office. Tel. 51201/2. 

Gravesend and Dartford.—PORTER, PUTT AND 
FLETCHER, F.A.l., Incorporating DANN & LUCAS. 
Tel. Gravesend 388 and Dartford 3326. 

Gravesend and District.—VINNETT, Auctioneers, 
Estate Agents and Valuers, 155 Milton Road. Tel. 
Grav. 2229. 

Herne Bay.—E. IGGULDEN & SONS (B Smith, 
ARACS., AAL, L. Pilcher), Surveyors, Valuers and 
Auctioneers, 128 High Street. Te! 619/620 

mney Marsh and District.— 
W. BUTLER, 86 High Street, Hythe Tel. 66608. 

Maidstone and District. —COUCHMAN & SON 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 42 King Street. Tels. 2558 and 259! 

Maidstone and Mid-Kent.—EVENS & MATTA, A.A.l., 
M_R.S.H., 70 King Sereet, Maidstone. Tel. 51283. 

Margate.—CLARK & CRITTENDEN, FALPA,, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Offices: Cliftonville and 
beet meaner | 

Orgingeee ‘etts Wood and West Kent.—MULLOCK 

)& “Sower (A. F. Mullock, |.P.. FA.LLP.A., 
£ H. Gower, F.A.1.) 16! High Street. Tel. Orp. 25681/2. 
And Station Square, Petts Wood. Tel. Orp 23444 

a LIE HOGBIN. F.RI.CS.. Chartered 
Surveyor. Auctioneer, Valuer and Estate Agent, 
50 Queen Street. Tel. Thanet 53222/3 


FA.L.P.A., 


” when replying to Advertisements 
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the appellants should before completion give the vendor 
company or its liquidator instructions directing the liquidator, 
on distribution of the assets, to make over to the vendor 
shareholders the said properties ; and cl. 11 provided that the 
appellants should be entitled to all dividends on the shares in 
the vendor company as from Ist April, 1920. On 25th April, 
1921, at a board meeting of the vendor company it was 
resolved that the agreement for sale and purchase of the 
shares be carried out forthwith, and that, certificates and 
transfers of all the shares in the vendor company having 
been handed to the board, with forms of authority signed by 
each shareholder as to the distribution of the assets, 81,255 
{1 shares be allotted as stated, credited as fully paid up. 
On 31st December, 1921, there was executed a conveyance 
between the vendor company and the liquidator of the one 
part and the appellants (now known as Henty & Constable 
(Brewers), Ltd.) of the other, reciting that the vendor 
company were seised of certain specified properties, the resolu- 
tion and the liquidator’s appointment ; and the properties 
were conveyed. In about 1956 or 1957, purchasers of some 
of the properties raised questions as to the correctness of the 
stamp duty on the conveyance. The conveyance was 
executed as part of the scheme for the amalgamation of the 
companies: there was no evidence as to the form of the 
transfers referred to in the board’s minute, or that they were 
ever sealed or stamped by the appellants or registered in the 
vendor company’s books. The commissioners inferred from 
the manner of the transaction and the recitals in the convey- 
ance that they were neither registered nor stamped; and, 
concluding that on a true view of the facts the conveyance 
was a conveyance on sale, they assessed the duty payable at 
£985, or £984 10s. after giving credit for the 10s. stamp on 
the conveyance. The appellants appealed. 


BuCKLEY, J., said that he had to decide whether in the 
circumstances the conveyance was a conveyance on sale 
within the Stamp Act, 1891. The true character of the 
agreement was not an agreement for the sale of land or of 
specific assets but for the sale of shares in the vendor company 
and there was nothing on its face to suggest that that was not 
what the parties intended it to be, or that the way in which 
they intended the transaction to be worked out was not by 
means of the appellants’ acquiring the share capital in the 
vendor company. The property conveyed by the conveyance 
was not the same as the property agreed to be sold by the 
contract and the conveyance was a conveyance for giving 
effect to rights which belonged to the appellants at the date 
when the conveyance was executed. On a true view of the 
facts the conveyance of the land was not a transfer of the 
property agreed to be sold. It was a conveyance made in 
consequence of the sale, but not as part of it. The instrument 
was therefore not liable to duty as assessed by the commis- 
sioners and the appeal would be allowed with costs. 

APPEARANCES: J. P. Brookes (Robins, Hay & Waters) ; 
Sir Lynn Ungoed-Thomas, Q.C., and E. Blanshard Stamp 
(Solicitor of Inland Revenue). 

{Reported by K. R. A. Hart, Esq., Barrister-at-Law] 


PILOTAGE: THAMES PASSENGER BOATS: 
WHETHER “ MAKING USE OF” PORT OF 
LONDON 


Thames Launches, Ltd. v. Corporation of Trinity 
House of Deptford 


Wilberforce, J. 18th May, 1961 
Adjourned summons. 


The plaintiffs owned some sixteen passenger boats operating 
regular services and special tours on the River Thames within 


the Port of London. Nine of the boats exceeded 50 gross tons. 
The defendants, who were responsible for providing pilots in 
many pilotage districts, claimed that their pilots were entitled 
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to pilot, within the London Pilotage District, such of the 
plaintiffs’ boats as exceeded 50 tons. 


WILBERFORCE, J., said that the defendants’ claim depended 
on the construction of s. 11 of the Pilotage Act, 1913, and 
whether the plaintiffs’ boats were navigating in the London 
Pilotage District for the purpose of “ making use of”’ the 
part of the Port of London within the district. Where, as 
here, there was an area defined by limits in which there were 
areas, or installations, or facilities, which together made up 
a port, but which area included other things which were not 
part of the port, the requirement for pilotage arose where 
navigation was for the purpose of making use of those 
installations or facilities. If the navigation, though within 
the geographical limits of the port, was not for the purpose of 
making use of it, s. 11 did not apply. There was no doubt 
that in the main the plaintiffs were not making use of the 
port, nor were they doing so when their boats embarked 
passengers from piers erected for the convenience of the 
public using the Thames as a highway nor when, if such were 
the fact, they exploited the port as an attraction. Judgment 
for the plaintiffs with costs. 


APPEARANCES: L. A. Blundell, Q.C., and Kenneth Bagnall 
(J. A. & H. E. Farnfield); J. V. Naisby, Q.C., and Gerald 
Darling (Freshfields). 


(Reported by Miss V. A. Moxon, Barrister-at-Law) 


Queen’s Bench Division 


REPAIRING COVENANTS: BREACHES: 
LIABILITIES OF LESSEE AND SUB-LESSEE 
Lloyds Bank, Ltd. v. Lake 

Sir Brett Cloutman, Q.C. 5th December, 1960 
Action. 


The lessee of a cottage covenanted to keep the interior in 
good and tenantable repair, while the lessor covenanted to 
maintain the roof, outside walls and boundary walls. The 
lessee sublet the premises to the defendant, who undertook 
to maintain the premises and boundary walls and deliver 
them up in good and tenantable repair. The head-lease and 
sub-lease terminated on the lessee’s death in 1957. The 
lessor’s executors served on the lessee’s executors, the plaintiffs, 
a schedule of dilapidations for breaches of repairing covenants 
in the head-lease, including external and roof repairs (for 
which the lessee was not liable) and treatment and repairs for 
woodworm. That claim was settled for £715. The plaintiffs 
served their own schedule of dilapidations on the defendant 
for breaches of his repairing covenants ; {907 13s. for repairs 
and decorations, {430 for treatment for woodworm, and 
£60 for garden work, amounting to £1,397 13s. in all. The 
plaintiffs in their action against the defendant for breaches 
of repairing covenants limited their claim for repairs to 
£715. They also claimed solicitors’ and surveyor’s fees 
incurred in settling the lessor’s claim and preparing the 
schedule of dilapidations and claim against the defendant. 


Sirk Brett CLoutMAN, Q.C., said that the plaintiffs could not 
include as part of the damage they had suffered the items for 
which the lessor was liable. Deducting all such items, his 
honour found, quite apart from the plaintiffs’ settlement 
with the lessor’s executors, that {715 was a fair and reasonable 
estimate of the plaintiffs’ damage. Regarding the liability 
for woodworm in a seventeenth-century cottage, the question 
was whether a tenant would want to risk getting his own 
furniture riddled with woodworm ; his honour did not think 
he would. The damages claimed by the plaintiffs did not 
exceed the diminution in the value of the reversion due to the 
defendant's breaches. The fact that the plaintiffs’ reversionary 
interest was momentary and notional because the head-lease 
determined at the same time as the sub-lease did not prevent 
it from being valued. The defendant did not know that his 
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lease was a sub-lease and therefore the damages for breaches 
of repairing covenants in the defendant’s sub-lease had to be 
assessed independently from those in the head-lease. As 
to the claim for the surveyor’s and solicitors’ fees, the claim 
for fees attributable to the settlement of the lessor’s claim 
under the head-lease failed in the absence of notice to the 
defendant of the existence of the head-lease, because that 
part of the plaintiffs’ loss did not flow naturally from the 
defendant's breach. The fees attributable to the plaintiffs’ 
claim against the defendant, in the absence of a specific 
provision in the lease making the defendant liable, were not 
recoverable, following Maud v. Sandars [1943] 60 T.L.R. 81. 
The plaintiffs accordingly were entitled to {715 damages only 
for breaches of repairing covenants. 

APPEARANCES: Frank Whitworth (Edwin Coe & Calder 
Woods, for Tomkins and Bowes, Bexhill-on-Sea); A. T. 
Hoolahan (Lindus & Hortin). 


(Reported by Miss C. J. Exris, Barrister-at-Law) 


SALE OF GOODS: C. & F. CONTRACT : 
TERMS 
Mash & Murrell, Ltd. v. Joseph I. Emanuel, Ltd. 
Diplock, J. 13th January, 1961 


IMPLIED 


Action. 


A company which dealt in potatoes for human consumption 
in the United Kingdom entered into a c. & f. contract 
with the agents of the defendant company (also dealers in 
potatoes) on 8th July, 1957, for the sale by the defendants to 
the plaintiffs of 2,000 half-bags of Cyprus spring crop potatoes 
at 16s. per half-bag. The potatoes, which had been properly 
stowed on the s.s. Jonian at Limassol, Cyprus, on 29th June, 
were at the date of the contract aboard the vessel bound for its 
normal voyage to Liverpool. On arrival at Liverpool, on 
18th July, the potatoes were found to be affected by soft-rot 
and unfit for human consumption. The sellers’ agents knew 
the nature of the buyers’ business and the purpose for which 
the potatoes were required. In an action by the buyers for 
damages for alleged breaches of implied terms as to the fitness 
of the goods for their purpose, under s. 14 (1) of the Sale of 
Goods Act, 1893; merchantability, under s. 14 (2) of that Act; 
and fitness under a c. & f. contract to stand the voyage and 
arrive sound for sale for human consumption after arrival, 
Diplock, J., found on the evidence that the potatoes when 
loaded at Limassol were not fit to travel to Liverpool. 


Dipiock, J., said that the implied terms relied on by the 
buyers were sides of the same coin. On the term implied 
under s. 14 (1) of the Act of 1893 as to fitness for the purpose, 
the knowledge of the sellers, through their agents, of the 
business carried on by the buyers, coupled with the request 
by the buyers’ director for Cyprus potatoes for use in England, 
was sufficient to raise the inference that the buyers made 
known to the sellers the particular purpose, namely, the use 
in this country for human consumption after arrival, for 
which the goods were required. The sellers were in breach 
of that implied term, for the goods were not fit for any purpose 
for which Cyprus spring potatoes in bags would normally be 
used at the time of their arrival. Secondly, on the implied 
term as to merchantability under subs. (2), applying the 
settled law to the facts of this case, the sellers were in breach 
of the implied warranty of “ merchantable quality ”’ since 
merchantability in a contract of this kind required that the 
goods should remain, from the time of delivery until arrival 
at destination and a reasonable time thereafter for disposal, 
in a merchantable condition. As to the third implied term 
relied on, merchantability in the case of goods sold cif. 
or c. & f. meant that the goods must remain merchantable 
for a reasonable time, and that reasonable time meant time 
for arrival and disposal on arrival. No authority cited to 
the court supported any other view. The sellers were 
accordingly in breach of their warranty to ship goods in such 
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a condition as to be capable of standing a normal voyage to 
Liverpool and to be of merchantable quality at the time of 
arrival. Judgment for the plaintiff buyers. 

APPEARANCES : T. G. Roche, Q.C., and J. Perrett (Hicks, 
Arnold & Co.); Ashton Roskill, Q.C., and Michael Kerr 
(Constant & Constant). 

(Reported by Miss M. M. Hrxt, Barrister-at-Law) 


CONTRIBUTORY NEGLIGENCE OF ADDICT 
TRICHLORETHYLENE FUMES 
*Jones v. Lionite Specialities (Cardiff), Ltd. 
Elwes, J. 15th May, 1961 


TO 


Action. 


The deceased husband of the plaintiff was employed by the 
defendants in 1953 as a plating shop foreman. During the 
following years until his death in 1957 he acquired an addiction 
to trichlorethylene vapour which he inhaled from a tank 
in the degreasing plant of the factory. His superior in 
the factory and his colleagues were aware of his addiction 
and remonstrated with him but took no other steps. In 
July, 1957, his death occurred as the result of over-inhalation. 
For at least six months prior to his death the deceased had 
been incapable of refraining from inhaling when opportunity 
offered. His widow now sued his employers for damages for 
negligence and breach of statutory duty. The defendants 
alleged that the deceased caused or contributed to his own 
death by deliberately inhaling the vapour, to which the 
plaintiff replied that the defendants knew or ought to have 
known that continued exposure to the fumes might result in 
an addiction, and that by continuing so to expose him they 
were negligent and such negligence caused or contributed to 
the death. 


ELwes, J., said that the deceased’s superior, in ignoring the 
evidence of the addiction, in failing to consult the deceased’s 
family, a doctor or the factory inspector, and by allowing a 
perilous situation to develop and doing nothing to cope with 
it when he knew expostulations were useless, had failed in 
his duty to take reasonable steps to prevent exposing the 
deceased to unnecessary dangers in the course of his employ- 
ment. Accordingly, the defendants were liable to the 
plaintiff at common law. On the issue of contributory 
negligence, since the deceased had been incapable of self- 
control for at least six months prior to death strict logic 
would forbid a finding that he had contributed at the material 
time to his death by his own negligence, but it would be wrong 
to focus exclusively on the time of death and the months 
immediately preceding it and ignore the case history as a 
whole. The defendants’ negligence was the cause of death 
but that cause operated on a man who had extinguished his 
physical power to control his actions by earlier failure to 
exercise normal moral control, and that in disobedience to 
orders he was bound to obey. To ignore that was to take too 
narrow a view of causation. The damages would be reduced 
by 25 per cent. on the issue of contributory negligence. 
Judgment for the plaintiff. 

APPEARANCES: W. L. Mars-Jones, Q.C., and Philip Wien 
(Cava & Lougher, Cardiff); Norman Richards, O.C., and Norman 
Francis (T. S. Edwards & Son, Newport, Mon.). 


{Reported by Miss J. A. Burrery, Barrister-at-Law 


Probate, Divorce and Admiralty Division 


DIVORCE: AMENDMENT OF PLEADINGS 
*Bennett v. Bennett 

Karminski, J. 10th May, 1961 
Defended divorce. 


A husband petitioned for divorce on the ground of cruelty, 
to which the wife’s answer was a plain denial. The husband 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors, Land and Estate Agents 








KENT (continued) 


Ramsgate and gh tn tng & OVENDEN, 
F.AL, Chartered Auctioneers Estate Agents, 
Valuers and Su Estate ~ 73 High Street, 
Ramsgate. ~~ 5 . Established 1838. 

Sandwich and Cc. SOLLEY & CO. 
Offices : 50 King Se Street, Sandwich. Tel. 3227. 

Sevenoaks.—KE' & THOMAS, FA.LP.A., Estate 
Agents and Valuers. we an Road (Tel. 2916). 
enterden of Kent.—HATCH AND 
WATERMAN, F.A.1. ee. 1830), Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate ts. Tenterden. Tel. 33. 

Tonbridge Stetrien teers & SOM, FALL, 146 High 
Street, Tonbrid: 3223. 

Tunbridge W: DILNOTT oes Chartered 
Surveyors and Auctioneers, Pleasant. 
Tel. 3000/1. 

Welling. —WM. ———— & CO., whey 28 Falconwood 
Parade, The Green. L, h 2977. 

Wert gute-on-SeaBENEAELD & CORNFORD, Town 
Hall Buildings. Thanet 31010. 


LANCASHIRE 


Blackpool and District.—AIREYS’, Chartered Auc- 
tioneers and Estate Agents, Valuers and Surveyors, 
18 Dickson Road, Blackpool. Tel. 22225/6. 

Blackpool and Fylde > EN & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers 
Chambers, 2 Dickson Rood. Black; ‘el. 20093/4. 

Grange-over-Sands.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Tel. 2253. 

Liverpool.—_BOULT, SON & MAPLES, 5 Cook Street. 
Tel. Central 9941 =A lines). And at West ben 

Liverpool.—SM & SONS (Est. wy ey 
6 North John oak, Central 9386. 

Liverpool and District-—IOS. RIMMER * SON, 
48 Castle Street, Liverpool, Tel. 3068. 
Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents. 

Liverpool a ' nag ey MARTIN BROWN, F.A.L., 
Valuer & o form, Coopers Buildi Church 
Street, he \ hw Royal 3373/4 3 Garston 
Old Road, Liverpool, ! Tel. Garston 

Manchester.—ALFRED om GARDNER & SON, F.A.L., 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 56 Mosley 

And . Cheadle Hulme. 


aluers, etc., 
head. 


Street. Tel. Central ear 


., 64a Bridge Street. Tel. Blackfriars 
Altrincham. 
Manc'! and 
MORGAN & CO., Chartered Surveyors, ay in 
Town Planning, Rating and Prudential 
Buildings, Union Street, Oldham. Tel. MAin —— 
6401/3. And at 65 Princess Street, Manchester,2. Tel. 


Central 7755. 

Preston.—E. |. REED & SONS, F.Al., Chartered 
Sasteomere and Estate Agents, Fishergate. 
e 

Rochdale.—ROSSALL, aney & antes, Os Sgetenes 
Chartered Auctioneers and_ Estate Agents, Valuers, 
5 Baillie Street. Tel. 2826. 

ochdale and District.—SHEPHERD yo ye & =. 


Auctioneers, etc. The Public Hall, 
Tel. 3826. 


LEICESTERSHIRE 


Leicester —DONALD BOYER, F.A1., 
Auctioneer & Estate Agent, al 
Insurance, Northampton Street. Tel. 2! 


Chartered 


S. F. . 

Aspell ARLCS., PAI M.R.San.1.), 7 4 Halford Street. 
Tel. 5137 

Market Harborough.—HOLLOWAY, PRICE & CO., 

wf ae Chartered Surveyors, Chartered Auctioneers. 
Tel. 24 


LINCOLNSHIRE 


and epee ta & AMBLER, 

Chartered Auctioneers Estate “4 
Westminster Bank Ch Ro s, Granth 
Tel. 418 (2 lines). 

Scunthorpe and District—SPILMAN, GLASIER AND 
LONSDALE, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Surveyors and — 72 Sane Street, Scunthorpe. 
Tel. 3803. Est. over 7! 

Spaiding.—S. & G. KING! ON, F.A.l., Auctioneers, etc., 
Hall Place Chambers.: Tel. 2011. 


Grantham 





MIDDLESEX 


Edgware.—£. j. T. NEAL, F.R.LC.S., F.A.L, 39 Station 
Road. Tei. DG. 0123/4. 

Enfield and North London.—CAMPION & DICKINS, 
Surveyors, Valuers, etc., 28 Little Park Gardens, Enfield. 
Enfield 1224/5. 


MIDDLESEX (continued) 
ag ee YB ALTMAN & CO., F.R.L.C.S., | 
Chartered Chartered eae 


Surveyors, 
Estate Agents, Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 6222. Also Rating. aes and Planning 
Surveyors. 
3 ~ rn Ben SAD, 
Auctioneer and Estate 7 Calloge Roud , Harrow. 
Tel. Harrow 5216. a at ae Wembley, 
North Harrow and Moor Park, Northwood. 

Harrow.—P. N. DEWE &CO., See” London Suburbs” 
Section. Established 1925 

Harrow.—WARNER & co. (T. A. Warner, F.A.LP.A,), 
Surveys, Valuations, etc., arg BY in Urban Estate 
Management, 5! aE nan Read, North Harrow. Tel. 
Harrow 9636/7/8. 

Harrow.—G. Pe HERSEY “= eRe, | Chartered 
Auctioneers and Surveyors, 44 College Road, Harrow, 
Middlesex. Telephone No.: Harrow 7484/7441 and at 
Prudential Chambers, Grey Friars, Leicester. Telephone 
No. Leicester 57077. 


Harrow and R & MEAD (C. Gosteone, 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1. Wot Morthole Rees. 3. 
Rick ~ a - Slime) and 8 


(3 lines)). Also at Ri and Pinner. 

aoe 6 aan LTD. (Lister S. Camps, F.F.S., 

— eng 22 Grange Chambers, Uxbridge Road. 
Tel. Shon 3691/2. 

Hounsiow.—ROPER, SON & CHAPMAN, Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, etc., 162 High Street. Tel. HOU 1164. 

Moor we and ae gn ig Saear’, F.ALl., 
Su Charte peer at Estate Agent, 
M ARK estare OFFICE, Moor Park Station, 
Northwood. Northwood ag MLL And at 
Harrow, ore see and Sudbury, 
ore | LUCK, F.A.LP.A., Surveyors 
and 58 Green Lane, Northwood. Tel. 
3552/9/4. ‘oa 11! Pinner Road, Northwood Hills. 

Northwood and Pinner—SWANNELL & SLY, 
3 Maxwell Road, Northwood. Tel. 19. Valuers, 
Auctioneers, etc. 

Pinner and District—BARR & MEAD (C. » 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.!.), 2 High Sereet, Pinner, PiNner 
a oe Also at South Harrow, Harrow and 

uislip. 

Pinner (Hatch End).—BRODIE, MARSHALL & CO., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate , 339 
Road, Hatch End. Telephone End 2238 and 

and District.—BARR & MEAD (C. Grainger, 
F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1.), 108 High Street, ip. 
Tel. Ruislip 2215 and 4583. Also at South Harrow, 
Harrow and Few gil 


“AND CO. 23/3 and District.—JOHN te gee 
a” Fig Se 3 - ~} —. Tei. 


Tel. Fel Ruislip 5526 and 9624. 7 
gee 9 os Grennterd —DueTos FARR & CO., 
rveyors, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agena, 1! South Tt Souk uth Road, Southall. SOU 6555 (5 lines). 
Greenford. WAX 
w epee ny -oary § J. Westmore, 
F.RAC. noene, Chartered 
tioneers and Valuers, | Bridge Road. Tel. Arnold 1123/4. 


West Dra: and WHITLEY & CO., 
we be alae yo % 
Road. Tel, W Drayton 2185. 


ete., | 
Auctioneers and Estate at 
Place, King’s Lynn. Tel. Lynn 3111/2. 


NORTHAMPTONSHIRE 
Northampton and Daventry.—MERRY, SONS .* co., 
LTD., Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate 9 Fish 

Tel. 136. 33 

Daventry. bah 336. 

and District—-WOODS & CO., F.A1., 
18 Castilian Street, arden Tel, “Spool 
Established 85 years. : 
Peterborough and nd District. —DAKING & DAKING. 
Est. 1887. Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors and Estate 

Agents, Broadway, Peterborough. Tel. 


(Continued on p. xviii) 


NORTHUMBERLAND 


“HINDMARSH. HEPPELL bat San tex ed, 


61 St "Wenner Reed ea og 5 Ag ‘ale 
Wallsend-on-Tyne. 


NORTHUMBERLAND AND DURHAM 
HINDMARSH & PARTNERS, 
Valuers, Auctioneers and 


Whitley Ba i 2351/2), Keane Agen, Park Par Vie 
Newcastle 
and Alnwick. 


610081 (4 lines)). And at aan” 


Newcastie.—DAVID +. LARMOUR & SON, F.R.I.C.S., 
F.A.1., Saville Row. Tel. Newcastle 20727; 
WALLHEAD GRAY & COATES, i. ccn4 
Estate Agents, Surveyors Valuers, 
Street, (Tel. 27471/2.) 75 stg Sereet, 
Gateshead. (Tel. 72197.) 7 Priestpopple, 
(Tel. 302.) 26 Frederick Street, Sunderiand. rele ase4) 


NOTTINGHAMSHIRE 


Newark.—EDWARD BAILEY & SON, F.A.)., Chartered 
Esta Surveyors and Valuers, 


CO., Chartered 
laluers, Oxford Street. Tel. 


Nottingham.—WALKER, WALTON & HANSON, 
Chartered Su and Valuers, Chartered Auc- 
Lane. Est. 1841. 

ws 

& Auctioneers, 

Not. Tel. 531/2. And at 

Tel. 25206. And 91 Bridge 


OXFORDSHIRE 


Bicester, Thame and Oxford.—£. P. MESSENGER & 
SON, Chartered Su Auctioneers, — 


RCY BLACK A ieo.: Chartered 
rveyors, Chartered Estate Agents, 
60 North Street. Tel. 288. 


SHROPSHIRE 
Craven Arms.—jACKSON & McCARTNEY, Chartered 
Sie and Estate Agents, Tel. 2185. 
HALL, gg? = ayy & OWEN, LTD., 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate ‘Agents. 
Tel. 2081. 
Pasay 


ee so. 
8 WwW ae Auctioneers, 
A. B Tol. 5308 and'2313 And at 

Chores 
Wellington —BARBER & SON, Auctioneers, Valuers, 
Surveyors and Estate Agents, | Church Street. Tel. 
27 and 444 Welli 
, Auctioneers, Valuers 


WRIGHT. 
and Estate Agents, 16 Watergate Street, Whitchurch. 
Tel. 2962 and 2157. 


Bath and District and Surrounding Counties. — 
COWARD, JAMES & CO., incorporating FORTT, HATT 
& BILLIN’ (Est. teak Eevemese, Duatenners and 
ee 14 New Fae Sereet, Bath. Tel. 

| 4268 and 61360. 


Y & SON, LTD. ag  , 
Auction Rooms, Milsom cay a. 

(Tel. 3201.) 
Bath, Bristo! and OuIS POWELL & CO., 
and Valuers. 


Auctioneers, Estate 
Princes Buildings, Bath. Tel. 2127. 
West.—CRISP’S 
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Weston-super-Mare and aa a ela & CO. 
FRLACS., F.Al, Chartered hartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Bh ai ttigh Street. 
Tel. 6443/4. 


Yeovil and ee. SNELL & CO., 
Auctioneers and Estate or Surveyors 
and Valuers, Yeovil. Tel. 25 or 1796. 


STAFFORDSHIRE 


Stoke-on-Trent and North  Staffis.—CHARLES 

BUTTERS & SONS, Established 1856. Chartered 

Surveyors, Valuers and Estate ts, 

Trinity Buildings, Hanley, Stoke-on-Trent. Tel. 2138/9. 
Also at Leek. 


SUFFOLK 


St. Edmunds and East Anglia—LACY SCOTT 
1D SONS, 3 Hatter Screet, Bury Sc. Edmunds. Phone 
43 and 692. 
ipswich and East Anglia.—SPURLINGS & HEMPSON 
‘Est. 1780), urveyors, Chartered Auctioneers, 
Princes Street, ipswich. Tel. 518607/8. 
toggle and East Anglia —WOODCOCK & SON, 
Arcade Street, Ipswich. Tel. 54352 (2 lines). 
in Selling Country Property and Farms. 
Established |850. bineere " 
Woodbridge and East Suffolk.—ARNO Sven. 
Auctioneers and Valuers. Est. 1870. Tel. | 





SURREY 


Addiscombe, Shirley, bag ay WILKINS 
AND CO., Ai Surveyors and Valuers, {91 
Lower Addiscombe Road. Tel. ADDiscombe 2233/4 ; 
and 142 Wickham Road, Shirley. Tel. ADDiscombe 4021. 


Standen Rona. ‘Tel 1919 & GIDDY, Estate House, 
London . Tel. 19 
“ANG Bikeh Charro ond Bate Borders).—SADLER 


uctioneers and Estate Agents, 
Mice 1000. Tel. 4331 (3 lines). 
to Purley.— 


Guustke one District, Sanderstead 
}. C. O'BRIEN, Station Avenue, Caterham. Tel. 4255 
and 348. penny Road, Sanderstead. Tel. 4426. 


Cobham.—EWBANK & S. ., in association with Mann 
own Co. Est. 1991. Tel. 47. Offices throughout West 
Coulsdon SINDEN, Bag ony & ag FA.LP.A., 


Estate Agents, 26 Chipstead 
oe gt 

Croydon.—BLAKE, SON & WILLIAMS, Est. 1798. 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
Valuers, 51 High Screet, Croydon. CROydon 7155/6 
Addiscornbe and Wallin WDITCH 
&G . (Est. 1881). Surveyors, Valuers, Auctioneers, 

eo Se $ c. ion. Tel. CRO 0138 
=, P. DICKINS & SONS, 
end Bierice— ts. Ese. 1882 


2 and 4 George aR, Cropton. C Oydon 3128/9/30. 

AROLD WILLIAMS AND 

PARTNERS, Chartered Surveyors, Valuers, Chartered 

Auctioneers and Escate ts, 80 High Street, Croydon. 

Tel. —— 1931. at Temple Chambers, Temple 

E.C.4. Tel. Ludgate Circus 9288. 

Sutton.—SAINT, SYMINGTON AND 

joneers and Valuers. 

. Tel. CRO 2216/7. And 
Tel. VIG 7616/7. 


Road, Sutton. ~% 
71 High Street and branches. Est. 1855. Tel. "390172: 
Dorking.— 


WHITE & SONS, 104 High Street. ricul- 
tural and Genere! Surveyors and Valuers. Tel. 5. 
Dorking.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 

and Auctioneers. 279 Street, Dorking. 
Tel. 3897/8. And at Rei 

Bookham Effingham.—CUBITT AND 

Tel. Dorking 2212, Bookham 2744. Valuers, 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. 

ete Sy Reigate.—A. R. & J. GASCOIGNE-PEES, 

F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors 
258/260 High Screet, Dorking. Tel. 4071/2. 6 Church 
Street, Reigate. Tel. 4422/3. And at Leatherhead and 


Epsom. 
Gpoenend Lentherhend—A. R. a} GASCOIGNE-PEES, 
FALP.A., een, on gre ents and Surveyors, 
2! High Street, /6. 4 Bridge Street, 
Leatherhead. 41 3, “Ana at Reigate and Dorking. 
Beker EWOANK & CO., in association with Mann & Co. 


j. BELL - SON, Chartered Surveyors, 
Valuers, and Estate Agents, 5! High Street. 
Tel. Esher og wll 


and adjoining areas.— 
10 High Street, Epsom. 


eet, BE IF (Four other offices.) 
TSHIRES, Estate oo Surveyors, Auc- 


tioneers and Valuers, 55 High Street. Tel. Ewell 1665/6. 
Parnham.—H. 8. BAVER K & SON, Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 4 Castle Street. Tel. 
5724 (2 lines). 
Pernham.—CUBSITT & WEST. Tel. Farnham 526!. 
Valuers, Surveyors, Estate Agents. 
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Farnham.—EGGAR & CO., incorporating Curtis & 
Watson, Surveyors, re, Land & Estate Agents, 
74 Castle Street. Tel. 6221/3. And at Alton and 
Basingstoke, Hants. 

Farnham.—GERMAN, ADDY & CO. (Est. 1903). 


Chartered Auctioneers and 
and Valuers, {11 West Street. Tel. 4. 


Guildford.—MANN & CO., Est. we 22 Epsom Road. 
Tel. 62911/2. Offices throughout Wi ‘est Surrey. 

Guildford.—MESSENGER, MORGAN an MAY, Chartered 
Surveyors, 8 Street. Pip: 2992/4. 

Guildford.—WHITEHEAD WHITEHEAD, amal. 
HEWETT & LEE, 144 High 1 hn (Tel. 2811/2). 

H 


its, 20 Hi 


and Hindhead—CUBITT & WEST. Tel. 
A meeny woken ral Hindhead 63. Valuers, Surveyors. 


suenamiean G. BONSOR, STEVENS & CO., Est. 1899, 
82 Eden Street. Tel. KIN 0022. 

a PAGE & BENNETT, Est. 
es aie Surveyors, 18 Eden Street. Tel. 


Kageeon Thames and Area.—BENTALLS 
EST. (L. |. Smith, Aa P. F. Parkinson, 
Bsc, TRALPA). Wood St. KIN 1001. Sales, surveys, 
property and chattel Ngs, Management. 

Leatherhead, Ashtead, . OSE 
AND CO., Chartered Auctioneers, 36 North Street, 
Leatherhead. (Tel. 3001/2); Ashtead 2382, Oxshott 


Mitcham.—LEONARD Rig & HART, Chartered 
Surveyors, Agents, 
Upper Green. Tel. Mitcham éit 6101/2. 


H. BENNETT & PARTNERS, 
and Valuers. Tel. Redhill 3672. Merstham 


ae & y rey Surveyors, 
tioneers and Valuers, 23 Church Street. Tel. Tea” 

Reigate.—PEARSON, COLE & SHORLAND, Surveyors, 
Valuers and Auctioneers. 4 Bell Street, Reigate. Tel. 
4371/2. And at Dorking. 

Richmond.—ACLAND & CO., Estate Agents, Surveyors 
and Valuers. 77 


RIC: 2255 (3 lines). 

Sanderstead.—HOOKER & ROGERS, Railway Approach, 
Sanderstead. Manager, K..C. Fox, A.R.LCS. Tel. 
SAN 4414/5. 

iton.—E. 


F.A.L.P.A., 
and Agents, 
56/7 Victoria Road, Surbiton, Surrey. Tel. Elmbridge 
5381/4, and at Chessington, Surrey, Shoreham-by-Sea 
mene Sussex. (Chartered Revues D. J. Peachey, 

Sutton.—-DOUGLAS GRAHAM & CO., Estate Agents, 
Property Sennaare, OE 269 High - Tel. VIG 0026/7/8. 
And at Thornton , Norbury and Piccadilly, W.!. 
Sutton.—IDRIS JONES a PARTNERS, F.R.LC.S., F.AL., 
22 The Arcade, Sutton. ViGilant 0182 ; and at 30 Abbey 

Westminster. 

Thornton AARD DAVEY & HART, 
Chartered Surveyors Valuers and Estate 


, Auctioneers, 
Agents, 781 London Road. i eae 


RAHAM & CO., 

Estate Agents and Property 898 London 

hate Han —F ill ae And at Norbury, 
Sutton and ‘Piccadilly, W. 

Virginia Water and W: Wicntwerth.—GOSLING AND 
MILNER, Station Approach, Virginia Water. Tel. 
Wentworth 2277. And at 8 Lower Grosvenor Place, 
S.W.1. Tel. Victoria 3634. 

Wallington —WILLIAM A. Fm & PARTNERS, 


4 Stanley Park Road. Tel 2867. 
Saaeee &CO., Est. ‘or High Street. Tel. 
31/2. Offices th: 
& CHARD 


West ae 
Geen, M.A., F.RA.C.S., V. C. 
LC.S.). 45 High Street, Waiton-on- 


Wal BS & CO. Est. 1890 

alton . 
Surveyors, Estate Agents. Auctioneers and Valuers. 
Tel. Walton-on-Thames 24151/2. 

West Byfleet.—MANN &CO., \Ancoanaing aa ont 
— Est. 1891. Tel. 3288/9. Offices throughout West 


urrey. 
Weybridge.—EWBANK & CO.., in association with Mann 
and > Bg 1691. Tel. 2323/5. Offices oe tae 


West 

Weybrides "and bengeie E. ay & 
Chartered Surveyors and + and 3 ee 
Road, Weybridge. Tel. iorO ines), and at Walton- 


on-Thames. 
w. ge and ODistrict—WATERER & SONS, 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
ete. Tel. 3638/9. 
(Continued on p. xix) 


SURREY (continued) 
wi R & SANDERSON, 5 Church Path. 
Tel. /4. Eleven associated Surrey o' " 
“Siieone & CO., Est. 1891, Chartered Surveyor. 
Tel. (6 lines). Offices throughout West Surrey. 
w RAM, CLARKE & EDGELEY, Chartered 
Surveyors. Tel. 3419; and at Guildford. 


SUSSEX 
ngmering-on-Sea. Rustington, Worthin and 
Ca tee hints FA TUCKER & SON. Est. 1890. 
be , F.R.LC.S., F.AL., G. H. E. Evans, F.A.L.P.A., 
. . Brown, F.A.1. Tels. Rustington 1, Worthing 5708/9. 
Rustington.—HEASMAN & PARTNERS. 


Tel. Arundel 2323, Lege oy 900. 
Bexhill-on-Sea.—JOHN BRAY & SONS (Est. 1864), 
Auctioneers and Valuers, | Devonshire 
Square. Tel. 14. 
Bexhill-on-Sea and Cooden.—ERNEST SHEATHER, 
A & PARTNER, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 
45Se. Leonards Road. Tel. 350, 35! and 2280. 
and Little Common.—RICHES & 
GRAY = 1883), Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
Agents, 25 Sea Road, Bexhill-on-Sea. Tel. 34/5. And 
as Cooden Sea Road, Little Common. Tel. Cooden 


Charerad Surveyors. BEAUMONT, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.L, 
Keene's Su rs, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 
treet. Tel. Brighton 20163. 

Brighvon. MELLON & MELLOR, Chartered Auctioneers 

110 Se. James's Street. Tel. 682910. 

Brighton. Worthing—H. D. §. STILES & CO., 

LC.S., FAA. B+ wo rating diploma), 6 Pavilion 

Buildin; Tel. ton 23244 (4 fines). 10 Kin 

Bench Walk Tempiey £4 Tel. omer S006 3 The 
See, aes a 9192/3. 

ONE & PARTNERS, F.A.L.P.A., 
Queen's Reed Tel Rode 29252/3. 

Brighton and 1LLIAM WILLETT, LTD., 

Estate Agents, 52 Church Road, Hove. 

Tel. Hove 34055. London Office, Sloane Square, $.W.1. 

Tel. Sloane 8141. 

Districts.— 


Hove Surround my | 
URICE P. HATCHWELL, F.R.I.C.S., F.A.L., Chartered 
Surveyor, Chartered Auctioneer and Estate 
4 Brighton, | 


Agents, 

Tel. Brighton 23107. 
Brighton and Hove and Surrounding Districts.— 
C. HORTON LEDGER, F.A.l, Established 1685, 
Auctioneer and Estate Agent, Surveyor and 


House,” 26/7 Western Road, Hove, 
Regis.—WHITEHEAD & 


. Tel. 303! (5 lines). Station 
Tel. 2237/8 
Bognor Rega, SON . GARDNER, Estate 
Agents, S enh and Valuers. Tel. Crawley 1. 
ALD BEALE & CO., nae 


Sui and Valuers. The Broadway 
Crowborough 3333. 


Eastbourne.—FRANK H. BUDD, LTD., Auctioneers, 
Surveyors, Valuers, | Bolton Road. Tel. 1860, 

Eastbourne.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
a Agents, 12 Gildredge Road. Tel. Eastbourne 


Eastbourne.—HEFFORD & HOLMES, F.A.1., Chartered 
Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 51 Gildredge Road. 
Tel. Eastbourne 


7840. 
AAKDEN & CO., Estate Agents, Auc- 
x Valuers, 24 Cornfield Road. Est. 1897. 


tioneers 
Tel. 1234; 
Eastbourne District—-FARNHAM & CO., 
Auctioneers, Estate ts and Valuers, 6 Terminus 
Road, Eastbourne. Tel. 4433/4/5. Branch at 87 East- 
bourne Road, Lower Willingdon, and 4 Grand Parade, 


East Grinstead.—Messrs. P. |. MAY (P. |. May and 
AL. = » F.R.LC.S., F.A.1., M.R.San.1.), 2 London 


RUDGE & TURNER 
East Grinstead 700/!. 


E & 
, DS.O., FRACS., FAL; 
C.S.), Consultant Chartered 
ae Havelock Road, Hastings, 


seninen 5661 

East Sussex.— WEST 
"Seas Falls & HICKMAN, Surveyors 
Road, Hastings. Tel. /9. 
and District.—DAY & SONS, 
yy oy ~~, BH 11S South Road. Tel. 1580. 

And at ton and Hove. 
Haywards Heath and Mid-Sussex.—BRADLEY AND 
~~ nae Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 


Horsham —KING & CHASEMORE, Chartered Surveyors, 
Auctioneers, V: a, Land and Estate Agents. Tel. 
Horsham 3355 (3 li 


Horsham.—WELLER 3 & CO., Surveyors, faminanem, 

Valuers, Estate Agents. Tel. Horsham 3311. And at 
Guildford, Cranleigh and Henfield. 

Hove.—DAVID E. WLING, F.A.L.P.A., Auctioneer, 

Valuer & Estate te Agent. 75 Church Road, 

Hove. Tel. Hove 37213 (3 lines). 
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sought the discretion of the court in respect of his admitted 
adultery. During the hearing the wife applied for an 
adjournment to enable her to amend her pleadings to include 
a cross-prayer for divorce on the grounds of cruelty and 
adultery. 

KARMINSKI, J., said that it had become clear during the 
course of the hearing that the case as pleaded on behalf of 
the wife did not reveal her true case. The mischief was that 
the husband had come to the trial facing a plain denial of 
his charges, but other matters had since then been alleged 
and the wife now wished to cross-charge cruelty and adultery. 
rhe object of pleadings was to enable the other side to 
know the case it had to meet, and this the wife had failed to 
do. His lordship concluded that justice could not be done 
between the parties until the case was fully and properly 
pleaded and the adjournment applied for must be granted. 
A day and a half had been wasted on this hearing and, 
following the usual practice, the case would have to start 
again when the pleadings had been amended. Accordingly 
the wife would be ordered to pay the costs thrown away by 
the adjournment. 

APPEARANCES: James Comyn, Q.C., and Peter Thompson 
Collver-Bristow & Co.); R. J]. Chope (James and Charles 
Dodd, for Page and Page, Lee Green, London). 


[Reported by Miss Marcarer Boorn, Barrister-at-Law) 


DIVORCE: FAILURE TO DISCLOSE ADULTERY 
*Wyatt v. Wyatt (Queen’s Proctor showing cause) 


Wrangham, J. 17th May, 1961 


Suit for divorce. 


A wife obtained a decree nisi of divorce on the ground of her 
husband's adultery. At the time she filed her petition and at 
the date of the hearing she was living with another man, 
but she did not disclose her adultery to the court and continued 
to draw maintenance payments from her husband until 
inquiries made by the Queen’s Proctor revealed the true 
position. 

WRANGHAM, J., said that it would be a dangerous practice 
for the court, in such a situation, to exercise its discretion in 
favour of a petitioner who had failed to disclose his or her 
adultery. There was always the temptation to a petitioner to 
take a chance that the adultery would not be found out and, 
with the knowledge that, even if it was detected, the court 
would still be likely to exercise its discretion, it would be a 
very strong temptation. It would be a bad precedent if the 
court were to exercise its discretion in favour of the wife, 
who had concealed her adultery not only because she thought 
she would be more likely to be granted a decree nisi, but also 
because concealment would enable her to continue drawing 
maintenance from her husband to which, in the circumstances, 
she knew she had noright. The decree nisi would accordingly 
be rescinded, the petition dismissed and the petitioner ordered 
to pay the Queen’s Proctor’s costs. Order accordingly. 

APPEARANCES: Colin Duncan (Queen's Proctor). 


(Reported by Miss Marcaret Boorn, Barrister-at-Law) 


Court of Criminal Appeal 


AMENDMENT OF INDICTMENT BY ADDITION 
OF NEW COUNT 
R. v. Martin 
Lord Parker, C.J., Ashworth and Lawton, J J. 
18th May, 1961 
Appeal against conviction. 
Che defendant paid for a motor lorry and sixteen tyres by 


a worthless cheque for £378. A few days later the vendor, 
realising he had miscalculated the amount to be paid, asked 
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the defendant for another cheque. The defendant gave him 
two cheques, one for {200, the price of the motor lorry, and 
the other for £216, the price of the tyres. An indictment was 
preferred against the defendant containing four counts. 
Counts (3) and (4) alleged that he had obtained the lorry and 
tyres by falsely pretending that the two cheques were a good 
and valid order for the payment of the amount therein 
specified. At the trial the prosecution applied for leave to 
amend the indictment by adding a fifth count, which alleged 
the obtaining of the lorry and tyres under false pretences by 
means of the worthless cheque for £378. The Recorder 
allowed the amendment and the defendant was convicted on 
that count. He appealed against that conviction on the 
ground that there was no jurisdiction under s. 5 (1) of the 
Indictment Act, 1915, to allow the amendment of the 
indictment by the addition of a further count. 

Lorp PARKER, C.]., said that if the indictment was 
defective the Recorder had jurisdiction to allow the amend- 
ment; if it was not, he had none. An indictment which 
charged offences which were not disclosed in the depositions 
and failed to charge an offence which was lacked the most 
essential quality of an indictment. It made an accusation 
of crime without cause when it should have made one with 
cause. This indictment contained a latent defect which 
made it just as defective within the meaning of s. 5 (1) of the 
Indictment Act, 1915, as if the defect had been patent. No 
case had been reported which approved the adding of a new 
count before arraignment and by way of amendment but the 
court considered that there was no objection to that being 
done in principle, provided it was done without injustice to 
the defendant. The court did not intend to encourage the 
addition of counts to an indictment by way of amendment : 
after arraignment it was doubtful whether a new count could 
be added, as the defendant would not have pleaded to it, nor, 
if the trial had started, would he have been put in charge 
of the jury on it. When, however, an application was made 
before arraignment to allow the addition of a new count and 
there was no injustice to the defendant there seemed to be 
no reason why the application should not be granted. Appeal 
dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: G. Green 
Appeal); M. E. Holdsworth 
Stafford). 


(Registrar, Court of Criminal 
(Hand, Morgan and Owen, 


{Reported by Miss H. Jer.i, Barrister-at-Lew) 


DANGEROUS DRIVING: MECHANICAL DEFECT : 
WHETHER DEFENCE 
R. v. Spurge 
Lord Parker, C.J., Hilbery, Gorman, Salmon and 
Stevenson, JJ. 18th May, 1961 

Appeal against conviction. 

The defendant’s car went over the double white lines when 
he was driving round a dangerous left-hand bend and collided 
with an oncoming motor scooter. He was charged with 
dangerous driving contrary to s. 11 of the Road Traffic Act, 
1930. The prosecution alleged that he was driving too fast. 
He said that he changed down and braked vigorously and 
that the car pulled on to the wrong side of the road so that 
it was impossible for him to control it. Evidence showed 
that the brakes were in bad condition and pulled the car to 
its off-side. The defendant knew that braking tended to 
pull the car to its off-side. The defendant was convicted of 
dangerous driving. He appealed. 

SaLmon, J., reading the judgment of the court, said that 
proof that a car endangered the public was conclusive 
evidence, in any but the most exceptional circumstances, 
that the driver was driving in a manner dangerous to the 
public. But if a car endangered the public solely by reason 
of some sudden overwhelming misfortune suffered by the 
driver for which he was in no way to blame, then he was not 
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driving in a manner dangerous to the public. There was no 
real distinction between being suddenly deprived of all 
control of a car by some sudden personal affliction and being 
so deprived by some defect suddenly manifesting itself in 
the car. In both cases the car was suddenly out of its 
driver’s control through no fault of his. Cases in which a 
mechanical defect could successfully be relied on as a defence 
must be rare indeed and it had no application where the 
defect was known to the driver or should have been discovered 
by him had he been reasonably prudent. Its essence was 
that the danger had been created by a sudden total loss of 
control in no way due to any fault on the driver's part. 
Although it was for the defence to raise mechanical defect, 
the onus of proof never shifted to the defence, and, once 
raised, it had to be considered with the rest of the evidence. 
If the defendant's explanation left a real doubt in the jury’s 
mind, he must be acquitted. The summing-up should 
contain a careful direction as to the onus of proof and the 
jury should be told the narrow limits within which a defence 
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based on sudden mechanical defect could operate. On the 
evidence, the defence of mechanical defect could not have 
succeeded ; it was clearly dangerous for the defendant to 
have driven his car as he did with the knowledge which he 
possessed. Appeal dismissed. 

APPEARANCES: Kerr Twaddle (Lesser & Co.); Martin 
Tucker (for Robert Hughes) (Stokes, Neville-Smith & Grubb, 
Portsmouth), 

{Reported by Miss C. J. Exutss, Barrister-at-Law) 
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PRACTICE 


Questions, which can only be accepted from practising solicitors who are subscribers either directly or through a newsagent, should be addressed 
to the “ Points in Practice” Department, The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4. 
They should be brief, typewritten in duplicate, and accompanied by the name and address of the sender on a separate sheet, together with a 
stamped addressed envelope. Responsibility cannot be accepted for the return of documents submitted, and no undertaking can be given to reply 
by any particular date or at all 


Estate Duty—AGGREGATION 
WOMEN’S PROPERTY 

Q We act for Mrs. X, a 
virtue of s. 11 (2) of 


POLICIES UNDER MARRIED 


AcT, 1882, s. 11 
feme who is effecting a policy by 
1f the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, 
on her own life and expressed to be for the benefit of her four 
children, who are all infants, the trustees Mrs. X and a 
Mr. A. It is clear that Mrs. X's estate will be considerable on 
her death, and it would be de for the policy moneys to 
be used to meet the estate duty X's estate. 
The four infant beneficiaries under the policy are also the only 
beneficiaries under Mrs. X's will. It is appreciated that if the 
beneficiaries under the policy are of full age they could consent 
when the time for the policy moneys to be used to meet 
the estate duty on the rest of Mrs. X’s estate [s it possible 
in any way that the policy moneys can be to 
meet the estate duty on the rest of Mrs. X’s estate if she dies 
before the infant beneficiaries attain twenty-one pre- 
sumably they cannot moneys being so 
utilised before that of the 
aggregation of th Mrs. X's 
estate ? 

A. The effect 
s. 11, is simply ry upon the policy 
moneys. There is the should not be 
given greater powers of advancement and maintenance, etc., 


being 


sirable 
on the rest of Mrs 


comes 


to ensure used 


(since 
pr lic y 
age) without losing 


proc eeds of the 


consent to the 
the benefit non- 


~Olicy with free 
of 


to 


the Married Women’s 


impose a Statut 


Pr 
trust 
trustees 


perty Act, 


1882, 


no reason wh 


than they would have from the Trustee Act, 1925, ss. 31 and 32; 
and the policy might be written with a special condition that 
the trustee or trustees thereof for the time being shall have the 
power to apply the whole or any part of the policy moneys to 
or for the benefit of any infant beneficiary or beneficiaries. If 
that were done and if Mrs. X were to die during the infancy 
of any beneficiaries her personal representatives would be 
accountable for estate duty on the generality of her estate, and 
they could, in the first place, borrow from a bank or otherwise 
a sum more or less equal to the available policy moneys, and 
upon the completion of the estate they would hold the net 
residue, subject to that liability, upon trust for the beneficiaries. 
We see no reason why the trustees, in exercise of the express 
power we have mentioned, should not determine to apply the 
policy moneys to the benefit of those beneficiaries by discharging 
the debt which is encumbering their property. This would 
not result in Mrs. X ever having had any interest in the policy 
moneys; the estate duty charged on her death is not her 
liability ; it is her executors’ liability and hence is borne by 
them at the expense of the residuary beneficiaries under her will 


Rent Act, 1957—WHEN 

Q. We are acting for a landlord who wishes to increase the 
rent of a dwelling-house having a rateable value of less than £30 
and therefore being still a controlled tenancy. 


INCREASES OF RENT TAKE EFFECT 


Owing to confusion 
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REGISTER OF 


Auctioneers, Valuers, Surveyors. Land and Estate Agents 








SUSSEX (continued) 
Hove.—PARSONS SON & BASLEY Base . a Silva, 
F.R.1.C.S., F.A1.), 173 Church Road, Ho . 
Hove and District—WHITLOCK & HEAPS, Incor- 

porated Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and 
teers, 65 Sackville Road. Tel. Hove 3/822. 

Hove, og = Gey & CO., 
Tl 1 Station Road, 48440. 

Lancing.—A. C. DRAYCOTT, on Auctioneers and 
Estate Agents, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 2828. 

Lewes and Mid-Sussex.—CLiFFORD DANN, B.Sc., 
F.RACS., ig mie le Lewes. Tel. 4375. And 
at Seaford WG mt and Uckfield. 

Gc. es SWAYNE, F.AL., Chartered Auc- 

Estate Agent, Surveyor and Valuer, 

3 Chine Cheton Pi Place. Tel. 2 

Storri: Pui 


ae Billi —WHITE- 
HEAD & WHITENEA amal. with One t Son, The 
Square, Storrin, 


(Tel. 40), Swan Corner, Pulborough 
(Tel. 232/3), High Street, Billinghurst (Tel. Sa 
Sussex and ining Counties.—jARVIS co., 
Haywards Heath. tet 700 (3 lines). 
—GLOVER & 


West Worthi: Goring-by-Sea. 

CARTER, PACPAL 110 George V Avenue, West 
Worthing. Tel. 8686/7. And at 6 Montague Place, 
Worthing. ~ 6 Sake 

orthing.—A. C YCOTT, Chartered Auctioneers 
and Estate ts, 8-14 South Street, Lancing, Sussex. 
Tel. Lancing 

orthing.-STREET & MAURICE, formerly cone 
yd & BRIDGE (Est. 1864), 14 Chapel R Tel. 


Worthing — a & CO., Chartered rs, 
Chapel Koad Tel. Worthing 1136 ons 137. 
Wral 


ATCHING’ & CO., Est. over a century. 
5 Chapel Road. 
Worthing.—JOHN D. SYMONDS & CO., — 5 <4 
Surveyors, Revenue Buildings, Chapel Road. 
Worthing 623/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE 
a Vag fo em oo ey GILBERT & CO., 
* Newton 43 Cannon Street, 
Cinminghesn 2. Midiond 4764 (4 lines). 
Coventry —GEORGE LOVEITT & Sons ~. 1843), 
Auctioneers, Valuers and Estate Agents, 29 Warwick 
Row. Tel. 3081/2/3/4. 


WARWICKSHIRE (continued) 
Coventry.—CHAS. B. ODELL & CO. (Est. 1901.) 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents, 
53 Hertford Street. Tel. 22037 (4 lines). 
Leamington Spa and ay USLOVE & HARRIS, 
Auctioneers, Valuers, Head Office: 
¥~ a Street, ee anal Spa. Tel. 186! 
ines 
Sutton Coldfield.—QUANTRILL SMITH & CO., 4 and 
6 High Street. Tel. SUT 4481 (5 lines). 


WESTMORLAND 
Kendal.—MICHAEL C. L. HODGSON, Auctioneers and 
Valuers, = te. Tel. 1375. 
Windermere. ROCTER & BIRKBECK (Est. 1841), 
Auctioneers, Lake Road. Tel. 688. 


ym ge 
OM COWARD JAMES & CO. i a SATT MATT 
NCO! HA 

& BILLINGS (Est. pet “Surveyors, Auctioneers and 
Estate its, Special Probate Department. New tend 
Street Chambers. 14 New Bond Street, Bath. Tel. 
Bath 3150, 3584, 4268 and 61360. 

" Area (Wilts, Berks and Hants eae Suess. 

N GERMAN & SON (Est. 1840), Land — 

urveyors, Auctioneers and Valuers, Estate 


Ramsbury, Nr. Marlborough. Tel. Ramsbury 361/2, 
And at Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Burton-on-Trent and Derby. 


WORCESTERSHIRE 
ag ming get & a. 31 Worcester 
Street. Tel. 3075 and 3077. And also at Droitwich 
and Tenbury Wells. 
Kidderminster , Droitwich, Worcester.—G. HERBERT 
BANKS, 28 Worcester Street, Kidderminster. Tels. 
2911/2 and 4210. The Estate Office, Droitwich. 
Tels. 2084/5. 3 Shaw Street, Worcester. Tels. 27785/6. 
Worcester—BENTLEY, HOBBS & MYTTON, F.A.l., 
a sieas Auctioneers, etc., 49 Foregate Street. 
el. is 


YORKSHIRE 


Bradford.—NORMAN R. GEE & HEATON, 72/74 
Market Screet, Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents. 
Tel. 27202 (2 lines). And at Keighley. 


YORKSHIRE (continued) 
Bradford.—DAVID WATERHOUSE & NEPHEWS, F.A.1., 
Britannia Ping Chartered Auctioneers and Estate 

+ a t. 1844. Tel. 22622 (3 lines). 
Hu! -- at & SON, F.A.L.P.A. A. ae Officer 
wd me: rs, Estate , 70 George Street. 


Leeds. SPENCER, SON & GILPIN, Chartered Surveyors, 
132 Albion Street, Leeds, 1. Tel. 30171. SONS, 


we Wom Scart ex * 4 

Sheffield._HENRY SPENCER & SONS, Auctioneers, 
4 Paradise Street, Sheffield. . 25206. And at 20 The 
Square, Retford, Notts. ow §31/2. And 91 Bridge 
Street, Worksop. Tel. 2654. 


SOUTH WALES 


Cardiff—DONALD ANSTEE & CO., Chartered Survey- 
ors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents, 9! St. Mary Street, 


Tel. L 
Cardiff.—S. HERN & CRABTREE, Auctioneers and 
Valuers. Established over a century. 93 St. Mary 
Street. Ne 29383. 
rr bade & SON, Chartered Auction- 
Est. 1895. 16 Dumfries Place, 
Cara. Tel. 205345, and Windsor Chambers, Penarth. 
Cardiff.—jJNO. OLIVER WATKINS & FRANCIS, 
Aucti " hartered Surveyors, 
it Dumfries Place. Tel. 33489/90. 
. NOEL HUSBANDS, F.A.l., 139 Walter 
Road. Tel. 


TLEY SAMUEL, LEEDER & SON 
(Est. 1863), Chartered Surveyors, Estate ents and 
aio 49 Mansel Street, Swansea. Tel. 5589! 
4 lines) 


NORTH WALES 
Denbighshire and Flintshire. —HARPER WEBB & CO., 
focerporetes W. H. Nightingale & Son), Chartered 
‘ors, 35 White Friars, Chester. Tel. 20685. 
orth Wales and Border Counties.— 
A. KENT JONES & — F.A.1., Chartered Auctioneers 


oa Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers. The Estate 
, 43 Regent Street, Wrexham. Tel. 3483/4. 








Established 33 years 


LONDON 


LEEDS 


Special 
Missing Witnesses 





This Agency covers the World 


INTERNATIONAL INVESTIGATORS 


3 Lower JoHN STREET, PICCADILLY Circus, W.1. Tel. GERrard 170 
(8 lines 


2 WoopHouse Square. Tel. Leeds 28241 


Agents: Service of Legal Documents 
Specialists in Divorce Cases 
Worldwide Network of Secret Agents 

Surveillance and Shadowing, with or without cars 


Traced 
Information for English or Foreign Courts 
MALE AND FEMALE OPERATORS OF EVERY NATIONALITY 
PERSONNEL — EX SCOTLAND YARD OFFICERS 
Telegraphic and Cable Address: “ Privateye, Piccy, LONDON” 


MEMBERS ASSOCIATED LICENSED DETECTIVES OF NEW YORK STATE 


Open 24 hours day and night 











A LAWYER’S 
DILEMMA 


by R. Gwynne 10/6 net 


A most intriguing crime story, in which 
a young solicitor feels he is under sus- 
picion! An original and interesting story, 
with an unusual happening providing 
the solution. 


STOCKWELL LTD. 
ILFRACOMBE 














REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY “INTEREST 


The two Societies under the same 
management at 


19 COLEMAN STREET, bay ger, E.C.2 


Total Funds invested in the purchase of 
Reversions and Life Interests or in 


Loans upon them : £2,000,000 
The Low Costs for Loans are regulated by Scale 
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Modern Tailors should consider weight as care- 
fully as they take measurements. Changing 
conditions of accommodation and travel require 
new thinking on the subject of clothes. We pride 
ourselves on our ability to move with the times. 
Take our new range of ‘‘Swelterweight"’ clothes, 
for example; a comfortable delight in warm 
weather at home, and a real necessity when 
travelling abroad, we have a large and varied 
range of these fabrics always in stock. 

Write, call or ‘phone us for patterns and prices. 


HERBERT 
CHAPPELL 
Civil and Military Tailors 


50 Gresham St., London, E.C.2. Tel: MON 7451 
22 Suffolk St., Haymarket, London,8.W.1. Tel: WHI 2543 
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PUBLIC NOTICES 
CITY OF SALFORD 
CONVEYANCING CLERK 
Applications are invited for the px 
Conveyancing Clerk (unadmitted 
municipal experience is not essential 
according to experience and 
within the scale {960 to /1,140. 
The appointment is superannuable and 
subject to a satisfactory medical examination 
Applications, with the names of two referees, 
should be delivered to The Clerk, 
Town Hall, Salford, 3, not later than 3rd June 
1961. 


sition of 
Previous 

Salary 
qualifications 


Town 


ROTHERHAM RURAL DISTRICT 
COUNCIL 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 
nvited from solicit 
the above appointment in the departmen 
the Clerk to the 

Local government experience not ess 
but candidates should 
in conveyancing and genera! legal 
small amount of advocacy of a minor charact 
is also involved in the appointment 

Salary within the range Grade A.P.T. IV 
Lettered Scale ‘A £1,140-/1,565), the 
commencing point to ipon the 
experience of the si 

The appointment 
subject to the provisions of the Local Gov 
ment Superannuation Acts, 1937 and 
and determinable by either party upon 
month's previous notice in writing. 

The post ellent opportunities of 
gaining experience the legal and admini- 
strative work of a local authority. 

The Council will be prepared to consider 
giving assistance t successful candidate 
in regard to housing accommodation if required, 

Applications, together with the names and 
addresses of two persor whom reference 
can be made uld not 
later than Saturday 


E. F. L 


Applications 
uncli. 


have some expe! 
work 


be dependent 
sful candidate 
is permanent and w ll be 
ern- 
1953, 


one 


offers ex 


3 
rhe 


$s to 
sh be received by 
ird June, 1961 
DANBURY, 
Clerk to the Council 


me 


Council Office 
Moorgate, 
Rotherham 


BOROUGH OF SUTTON AND CHEAM 
APPOINTMENT OF ASSISTANT 
SOLICITOR 

The Council 
appointment of an 
The salary wil! 
(£1,355-£1,565 per 
Previous |! 
desirable but not 
ledge of conveyanci 
advocacy is require: 
Housing 
required 
Applicatic ns tating age 
qualifications, together with 
two referees, must reach the undersigned not 
later than Wednesday, 14th June, 1961 
A. PRIESTLEY 
Town Cl 


experience and 


he names ol 


1 
erTK 


Municipal Offices, 
Sutton, 
Surrey. 


BOROUGH OF ACTON 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited for this appoint- 
ment. Salary £1,140-£1,310 (London allowance 
idditional) according to qualifications and 
experience. Five-day week. 

Local government experience not essential ; 
appointment will afford ample opportunity to 
become acquainted with all the work of a 
Town Clerk’s Department. 

Terms of appointment and form of applica- 
tion obtainable from Town Clerk, Town Hall, 
Acton, W.3. 

Canvassing disqualifies. 


CITY OF NOTTINGHAM 
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


\pplications are invited for the appointment 
of an Assistant Solicitor in my office at a 
salary in Grade ‘‘B”’ of the Salary Scales of 
Certain Chief and Other Officers, commencing 
t £1,600 per annum and rising by one 
increment to {1,670 per annum 
\pplications endorsed ‘‘ Assistant Solicitor ”’ 
accompanied by the names of two persons to 
whom reference can be made should be 
addressed to me so as to reach me not later than 


WW 


Wednesday, the 12th June next. 
T. J. OWEN, 
Town Clerk. 
rhe Guildhall 


Nottingham 


KENT COUNTY COUNCIL 


requires experienced CONVEYANCING CLERK. 
Salary within Grades A.P.T. II/III (£815- 
£1,140), according to qualifications and experi- 
ence Post superannuable. 5-day week. 
Applications, stating age, education, qualifica- 
tions, present and previous appointments, and 
giving the names and addresses of two 
referees, to the Clerk of the County Council, 
County Hall, Maidstone, by the 5th June, 1961. 


APPOINTMENTS VACANT 


LD-ESTABLISHED Conveyancing Firm 

West End Office) require solicitor or 
unadmitted Managing Clerk some experience 
Litigation an advantage. Commencing salary 
according to experience but not less than 
{1,000 p.a.—Apply Box 7760, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


TEWARK, NOTTS.—Assistant Solicitor 
AN required by busy firm for varied work, 
including Conveyancing, Probate and 
Advocacy Apply stating age, experience and 
salary.—Box 7761, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


(\ ISMOPOLITAN Willesden.—Young con- 

veyancing clerk or newly qualified solicitor 
required to deal with deluge of work. Needs 
to be enthusiastic and thick skinned. A salary 
be paid.—Box 7540, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4 


will 


NUNBRIDGE WELLS, Kent.—Young con- 

veyancing and/or Probate Clerk required. 
Realistic salary. Pension scheme.—Box 7762, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
| Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 








USY Principals of mainly conveyancing 

practice in City need an Assistant whose 
remuneration will be commensurate with 
ability and experience. Post would especially 
suit a younger man who requires a position 
with prospects. No Saturdays. Holiday 
arrangements honoured. Replies treated in 
confidence.—Box 7764, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


LD-ESTABLISHED Ilford, Essex, firm 

require experienced Conveyancing Assis- 
tant. Write stating age and previous 
experience.—Box 7765, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


ITIGATION Clerks wanted, both Managing 

4 Clerks commanding {1,000 to £1,500 p.a., 
and Assistants at {500 to {750 p.a. Enquiries 
confidential.—Apply Strand Business Agencies, 
322 High Holborn, W.C.1. (CHAncery 3878.) 


ECRETARIES for Solicitors in 
2 Inn, Holborn and City. Salaries up to 
£14. Enquiries confidential.—Strand Business 
Agencies, 322 High Holborn, London, W.C.1. 
(CHAncery 3878.) : 


HEFFIELD Solicitors urgently require 
Conveyancing and Probate Clerk. Salary 
£800 to £1,100 according to experience and 
ability.—-Box 7766, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Lincoln's 


CONVEYANCING MANAGER 

Under 30. Exceptional chance for intelligent 
unadmitted conveyancer with initiative, pre- 
pared to undertake straightforward work in 
expanding City firm. Very good salary, 
L.V.’s, pleasant offices.—Box 7767, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ASSISTANT TO GROUP SECRETARY 

Applications are invited from qualified 
Company Secretaries, Barristers and Solicitors 
between the ages of 30 and 50 and with wide 
commercial and industrial experience for the 
position of personal assistant to the Secretary 
of a medium sized Group of Companies engaged 
in light engineering and based on London. 

The duties relate to the commercial adminis- 
tration of the Group and carrying out investi- 
gations and preparing reports upon problems 
arising. Contributory Pension Scheme. Com- 
mencing salary around /1,750. 

Send full details of qualifications, experience, 
age and present salary in strictest confidence 
to J. W. gett, United Gas Industries, Ltd., 
51 Lincoln’s Inn Fields, London, W.C.2. 


Assistant 

admitted or unadmitted) required by 
North Hertfordshire firm. Good salary 
according to age and experience. Modern 
bungalow available if required.—Box 7745, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


SSISTANT Solicitor required by Wednes- 

bury firm, principally advocacy. Write 
giving details of age and experience.—Box 
7750, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


continued on p. xxi 
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over the rateable value of the letting, which is part of other 
premises, the landlord has not yet taken any action to increase 
the rent under the Rent Act, 1957. The total amount of the 
increase to raise the rent from its present level to that permitted 
by the Act, i.e., twice the gross value plus rates, will be more than 
15s. We appreciate that the position is that no increase may take 
effect for three months and that for the next six months the 
increase is 7s. 6d. per week. However, we are not sure whether 
the second increase, that is, after the first six months at 7s. 6d. 
has expired, is also confined to a further 7s. 6d. for a further 
six months, or whether the increase may be for the whole of the 
balance. To clarify the position, if the permitted increase will 
amount to {1 per week over the present rent, will the increase 
be 7s. 6d. for the first six months, that is, expiring nine months 
after service of the notice, and at the end of the nine months a 
further increase of 12s. 6d., or will it be 7s. 6d. for a further six 
months and a further increase of 5s. ? 


A. In our opinion the “second” increase may be for the 
whole of the balance. The Rent Act, 1957, s. 2 (2) (a) and (6), 
merely limit the rights conferred by s. 1, but all limit ceases after 
the nine months of para. (b). So if the permitted increase be £1 
the Rent Restrictions Regulations, 1957, Sched. I, ‘“‘ Form A,”’ 
should state, in para. 3, “‘ as from . . . by 7s. 6d. per week and as 
from .. . by a further 12s. 6d. per week,” the dates corresponding 
to the first days of weeks of the tenancy. 


Highway—FoorpatH DEDICATED TO PUBLIC 
CONVEYANCE OF PART 

Q. By a deed of grant in 1933 X granted unto the Y Parish 
Council full and free liberty in perpetuity for the inhabitants at 
large of passing and repassing at all times over a strip of land 
12 feet in width as a new pathway. This land is still used as a 
footpath. The adjoining owner has asked the council to sell him 
a strip of land, the full length of the footpath and 3 feet wide, 
so that he has room to erect a garage. The council are 
sympathetic as there would still be ample land left for a footpath. 
(1) Have the council power to dispose of part of the footpath, 
and how should they set about it ? (2) Presumably, in any deed, 
X will have to join in to convey the freehold. 

A, “ Once a highway, always a highway.’ Although the deed 
of 1933 may have conveyed the full fee simple in the whole path 
to the parish council, that strip has been dedicated to the public 
and accepted by them (by use) as a highway. If the parish 
council want to convey the strip, they must first “stop up” 
that part of the highway under s. 108 of the Highways Act, 1959, 
They could then convey to the adjoining owner, unless it is clear 
that the fee simple remained in X under the deed of 1933, in 
which event the parish council would have nothing to convey, 
and they would have to rely on X conveying the strip; he 
could properly expect some consideration for so doing. 


Agricultural Holding—AssiGNMENT or TENANCY 


Q. A farm has been let for a number of years to a tenant who 
is in every way protected by the Agricultural Holdings Act, 


NOTES AND 


INSURANCE COMPANIES AS TRUSTEES 


‘“‘ Insurance Companies as Trustees,’ a paper given by W. G. 
Nursaw, F.C.1.S., A.C.1.I., before the Insurance Institute of 
Southampton, has been reprinted from the Journal of the 
Chartered Insurance Institute and is available, price 2s. net, 
from the Institute at The Hall, 20 Aldermanbury, London, E.C.2. 


Honours and Appointments 


Mr. JosEPH ParRrRY has been appointed the Registrar of the 
Burnley, Accrington, Nelson, Rawtenstall, Rochdale and 
Todmorden County Courts and District Registrar in the District 
Registries of the High Court of Justice in Burnley and Rochdale 
as from 8th May, 1961. 


Mr. WrtLiam Ivor THompson, solicitor, of Plymouth, has 
been invited to be deputy Lord Mayor of Plymouth. 
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1948. There are no written terms of the tenancy except as to the 
amount of the rent. The landlord is now anxious to prevent the 
tenant from passing on the tenancy to someone else during the 
lifetime of the tenant and the landlord is also anxious to prevent 
the tenancy, on the death of the tenant, from passing on to the 
family of the tenant or to anybody else. What action can the 
landlord take at the present time to safeguard his position in 
respect of the foregoing matters ? Would any advantage at all 
be obtained by serving a notice to quit on the tenant at the 
present time ? 


A. There is, in our opinion, nothing the landlord can do to 
prevent the present tenant from effectively assigning the term. 
A notice to quit might determine that term, ie., if the tenant 
omitted to serve a counter-notice under the Agricultural Holdings 
Act, 1948, s. 24 (1), within the one month ; but if such a counter- 
notice were duly served, it would, on the facts given, annul the 
notice to quit. If, however, the tenant were to contemplate 
assigning the term, he would presumably find that anyone 
interested would be likely to be deterred by the provision in 
s. 24 (2) (g): the assignee’s protection would last only as long 
as the present tenant remained alive plus a period of between 
one year and two years, provided that the landlord served the 
assignee with a “‘ reasoned’ notice to quit, i.e., one stating the 
s. 24 (2) (g) reason, as soon as the original tenant died. 


Sale of Flat—-VEsTING or Parts oF BUILDING IN 


MANAGEMENT COMPANY 


Q. Our client is purchasing a freehold flat. The developers 
have based their scheme on precedent 18 in George on the Sale 
of Flats, 2nded. The only basic difference between the precedent 
in George and the draft documents supplied by the developers’ 
solicitors is that this is a registered property. The transfer to 
the management company of certain parts of the property, 
including the halls, passages and staircases, was entered into 
before the block of flats was built and has been registered with a 
separate title at the Land Registry. The transfer is worded 
as if these parts of the building were in existence at the time of 
the transfer, and the developers’ solicitors maintain that now that 
the block of flats is built these various parts are vested in the 
management company. Is this in fact so, or should there be 
some sort of confirmatory transfer? The matter is of importance, 
not only in relation to maintenance and cleaning of common 
parts, but particularly so as rights of support are affected 


A. We are not aware of any decision of a court bearing on this 
problem. Our view is that, provided the building has been erected 
precisely in accordance with the proposals embodied in the transfer, 
the relevant parts are now vested in the management company. 
A legal estate can exist in land defined horizontally. We know 
of no authority for saying that such is the case where an air 
space has no defined physical boundaries but there would seem 
to be no reason why it should not. Compare the opinion expressed 
in Curtis & Ruoff, Registered Conveyancing, p. 174, as to an 
air space formerly occupied by a building. 


NEWS 


COLONIAL OFFICE APPOINTMENTS 

The following appointments are announced by the Colonial 
Office: Mr. E. A. Heryiicer, Crown Attorney, St. Lucia, 
Windward Islands, to be Attorney-General, Grenada, Windward 
Islands; Mr. T. W. Lane, Administrative Officer Class III, 
Tanganyika, to be Crown Counsel, Tanganyika; Mr. J. P. 
LAVOIPIERRE, Deputy Assistant Commissioner, Mauritius, to be 
Assistant Registrar General, Mauritius; Mr. R. H. Lownie, 
Resident Magistrate, Kenya, to be Senior Resident Magistrate, 
Kenya; Mr. C. D. NewsBoip, C.M.G., Legal Secretary, East 
African High Commission, to be Justice of Appeal, Court of 
Appeal for Eastern Africa; Mr. R. S. Persaup, Registrar of 
Deeds and of the Supreme Court, British Guiana, to be 
Commissioner of Title, Supreme Court, British Guiana; Mr. B. C, 
Roserts, Director of Public Prosecutions, Northern Rhodesia, 
to be Solicitor-General, Nyasaland; and Mr. G. C. ByRNe -to 
be Resident Magistrate, Tanganyika. 
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THE LAW SOCIETY’S HONOURS EXAMINATION 


_ At the March examination for honours of candidates for admis- 
sion on the Roll of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the following 
were reported as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 


First Class; N. S. Wilson, LL.B., Sheffield. Second Class (in 
alphabetical order): R. D. Broadley, B.A. Oxon, R. B. Dixon, 
G. A. Ensor, LL.B. Liverpool, J. Gallie, J. R. Grice, G. A. Hartley, 
D. C. Hill, LLM. London, A. M Jepson, LL.B. Leeds, A. G. Slater, 
B.A., B.C.L. Oxon, J. C. B. South, D. J. Weekes. Third Class 
(in alphabetical order): J. G. Barnes, B.A. Oxon, G. W. Blair, 
R. H. Buckley, LL.B. Manchester, J. W. M. Burridge, Shu-Sun 
Chan, Sylvia A. Cleaver, D. L. Colthorpe, J. O. Cunningham, 
LL.B. Hull, P. Dawson, R. C. Durman, A. F. W. Eggins, F. M. 
Evers, LL.B. Birmingham, Paula Freeman, A. L. Gale, C. A. 
Garner, LL.B. London, J. M. Geddes, LL.B. Manchester, 
R. A. L. Hoffman, A. G. Keddie, C. J. Lyon, P. C. Martin, 
N. N. G. Maw, B.A., LL.B. Cantab., C. R. Moore, L. Murphy, 
F. A. G. Needham, C. P. Oliver, D. C. O’Rourke, N. E. Osborn, 
LL.B. London, A. L. Rowberry, A. D. Science, M. N. D. Stewart, 
A. Walker, A. J. Watkins, LL.B. Liverpool, E. Wright. 

The Council of The Law Society have accordingly given a 
class certificate and awarded to Mr. Wilson the Clement’s Inn 
Prize, value £50. The Council have given class certificates to the 
candidates in the second and third classes. Seventy candidates 
gave notice for examination 


Societies 


The CENTRAL AND Souts 
received messages from Rabbi M 
of Wembley Synagogue, and Sir George 
Land Registrar. 


MippLeseEx Law Society has 
Berman, M.B.E., B.A., Minister 
H. Curtis, C.B., Chief 


The Nort East Lonpon Law Society was formally launched 
on 4th May, when honorary officers were elected as follows: 
president, Mr. S. Kalman; vice-presidents, Messrs. Basil C. 
Cowper and A. H. Gentry treasurer, Mr. A. J. Hazael; 
secretary, Mr. J. Fineberg. 


Obituary 
Mr. GeorGE ARTHUR BAKER, retired solicitor, of Stockport, 
died on 9th May, aged 77. He was admitted in 1906. 
Mr. WILFRID ANDREW CARMICHAEL BOooDLe, 
Kingston-on-Thames, died on 4th May, aged 62, 
visit to Gibraltar. He was admitted in 1922. 


solicitor, of 
while on a 


Mr. SPENSER WILLAN JACKSON, solicitor, of Wellingborough, 
died on 7th May, aged 56. He was admitted in 1927. 


Mr. REGIN ALD of York, 
6th May, aged 80 


Mr. JouN RoBerT CRAMPTON THATCHER, solicitor, of Leigh-on- 
Sea, died on 25th April, aged 60. Admitted in 1928, he was 
President of Southend-on-Sea District Law Society in 
1954-55. 


Mr. JouHN 
Portsmouth, 
1918. 


TEASDALE, retired solicitor, died on 


He was admitted in 1907. 


and 


GEORGE FREDERICK WINTER, solicitor, of 
died on 11th May, aged 70. He was admitted in 


Wills and Bequests 


Mr. ALBERT CHARLES BEN solicitor, of Colchester, left 


£46,267 net 


TLEY, 


SOMETHING OF AN UNDERSTATEMENT 


“|... whereas it is intended to substitute for the House of Lords 
as it at present exists a Second Chamber constituted on a popular 
instead of hereditary basis, but such substitution cannot be 
immediately brought into operation : ’’—From the preamble to the 
Parliament Act, 1911. 
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PRACTICE DIRECTION 


PATENTS APPEAL TRIBUNAL 


With effect from the Michaelmas Term, 1961, the Patents 
Appeal Tribunal will sit for the hearing of patent appeals as 
follows :— 


(a) In the case of a term of nine or more weeks duration 
For the first, fifth and ninth weeks of the term. 

(b) In the case of a term of less than nine weeks duration 
For the first and fifth weeks of the term. 


The “‘ first week ”’ of each term shall normally be interpreted 
as commencing on the Monday of the first complete week and 
terminating on the Friday of the same week. The tribunal will 
thus sit for the hearing of patent appeals between October, 1961, 
and July, 1962, as follows :— 

1961 

Monday, 9th October, to Friday, 13th October. 
Monday, 6th November, to Friday, 10th November. 
Monday, 4th December, to Friday, 8th December. 

1962 

Monday, 15th January, to Friday, 19th January. 
Monday, 12th February, to Friday, 16th February. 
Monday, 12th March, to Friday, 16th March. 
Monday, 7th May, to Friday, 11th May. 

Monday, 4th June, to Friday, 8th June. 

Monday, 25th June, to Friday, 29th June. 
Monday, 23rd July, to Friday, 27th July. 


Those appeals in which the only parties to address the tribunal 
are the patentee (or his counsel or agent) and the Comptroller- 
General of Patents, Designs and Trade Marks (i.e., applications 
in respect of which no notice of opposition has been filed) will 
appear at the head of the list of appeals for hearing each sitting. 

G. H. Ltoyp-Jacos, J. 
16th May, 1961. 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 


ONVEYANCING ASSISTANT aged 25-45 
(admitted or unadmitted) required for 
large office in South East Midlands. Substan- 
tial and progressive salary, excellent working 
conditions ; pension and life assurance schemes, 
existing holiday arrangements honoured ; 
assistance if necessary with housing and removal 
expenses.—Particulars of experience and salary 
required to Box 7768, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E C4. 


ATES, THE BUILDERS have a vacancy 

in the Head Office, Legal Dept. for a 
SOLICITOR’S CLERK who is fully experienced 
in conveyancing work. A good basic salary 
will be supplemented by a substantial bonus 
after qualifying period. This is a progressive 
superannuable position in a dynamic and 
expanding organisation and offers considerable 
opportunity to a professional man wishing 
to enter industry.—Applications to Personnel 
Manager, Wates Ltd., 1260 London Road, 
Norbury, S.W. 16. 


R® SQUIRED by Surrey (Redhill) Solicitors, 
Assistant Solicitor for County Court 
Department and to undertake advocacy. 
Newly admitted man _ considered.—Write 
Box 7769, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, EC.4. 


qe -ICITOR required fi for General Practice in 
Bristol. Successful applicant will be 
engaged on Common Law matters involving 
some travel—Motor Car provided— Assistance 
with housing if required—Partnership Prospects 

Non-contributory Pension Scheme. Salary 
by arrangement. Apply giving full details 
of education and experience.—Box 7772, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


BY SY sole practitioner Baker Street area 
requires Book-keeper for a few hours each 
week. Remuneration by arrangement.— 
Box 7773, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, F etter Lane, E. C. 4. 


BY SY sole practitioner Baker Street area 
requires Conveyancing Assistant. Some 
knowledge of Litigation an advantage. Good 
salary and excellent prospects for an admitted 
man.—-Box 7774, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ONVEY ANCING “Managing Clerk required 

by busy London, N.W.1, _ solicitors. 
£700-—£1,000 p.a. according to experience and 
ability. Holiday arrangements respected.— 
Box 7743, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


DUSTRIAL Group, Headquarters Birming- 

ham, has vacancy for Solicitor in Secretarial 
Department. Position would suit recently 
qualified Solicitor desirous of making a career 
in industry. Conveyancing experience desir- 
able.—State age, experience, qualifications, 
present salary and when available to Box 7746, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


eed :YANCING Assistant (admitted o or 
unadmitted) required for busy West End 
practice. Good progressive salary by arrange- 
ment.—Write Box 7751, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E. C. 4. 


ORSET. —Unadmitted Conveyancing and 
Probate Clerk required. Busy practice in 
pleasant country town. Salary by arrangement. 
Write with details to Box 7755, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 








continued from p. xx 





according to age and experience. 


honoured. 


K. F. 





CHIEF ASSISTANT SOLICITOR 


Applications are invited from Solicitors, 
position of Chief Assistant to the Solicitor of a national Building Society. 
The salary will be progressive, commencing at £1,250 to £1,750 per annum, 
Applicants must be sound conveyancers, 
able to work with little supervision, 
This is an excellent opportunity for an ambitious man. 


Removal expenses up to £50 will be paid and holiday arrangements will be 
A contributory pension scheme (which includes provision fos 
widow and dependent children) is in operation. 
Applications, endorsed ‘‘ Chief Assistant 
and experience, should reach me not later than Tuesday, 
SOLLOWAY, 
Welford House, 
Welford Place, 

Leicester. 


aged 26 to 36 years, for the 


and willing to accept responsibility 


” giving particulars of age, education 
13th June 








EDFORDSHIRE.—Assistant solicitor re- | 


quired by busy general practice, mainly 
for Conveyancing and Probate but willing to 
undertake some Advocacy; newly admitted 
man considered; state age, experience and 
salary required.— Box 7752, Solicitors’ journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


EST END firm (off Grosvenor Square) 
requires Litigation Managing Clerk to 
run the Litigation Department of an old- 
established general practice, with minimum 
supervision.—Box 7756, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


QouTH. -E AST Coast practice requires junior 
solicitor able to do most ordinary work and 
willing to try less than ordinary matters under 
guidance. Good salary and prospects in 
medium-sized and very busy general practice. 
—Box 7719, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C. a. 





ORNCHURCH solicitors require convey- 

ancing assistant (unadmitted). Must be 
capable of working without supervision. 
Salary by arrangement.—Box 7720, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


YERKSHIRE. —_Newly qualified Solicitor 

required as assistant in small general 
= actice in busy market town. Box 7348, 

licitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C. a 


OOKKEEPER required in South-East 

Coast office. Must be competent to balance 
books annually. Probate tax or other side 
lines an advantage, but not essential. Good 
salary and permanency offered to thoroughly 
competent man. Would consider retired 
accountant. Reasonably full particulars in 
first letter please.—Box 7718, Solicitors’ 
— Oyez “ag Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


(JARDIFF Solicitors with large and expanding 
practice require experienced unadmitted 
Common Law Clerk, capable of handling sub- 
stantial volume of work, particularly trade 
union work. Commencing salary up to 
£1,500 per annum. Excellent opportunity for 
advancement. Assistance with housing and 
car if required.—Box 7699, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


| partnership 


| of large expanding firm, 


| firm to take charge of department. 


Breams | 





YONVEYANCING 
Salary according 


Clerk required W.1 
to experience but excep- 
tional opportunity for advancement. Write 
Box 7757, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


2 NT Solicitor required in busy Home 
Counties practice. Conveyancing experi- 
ence essential. Some knowledge of litigation 
and ability to undertake advocacy necessary 
State age, experience and salary required. 
Box 7729, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams s Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


OTTs.- Assistant Solic itor required for 

busy general practice ; must be willing to 
undertake some advocacy. Good salary and 
prospects.—-Apply Box 7732, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 

AST MIDL ANDS County Town, Managing 

Clerk required for Litigation Department 
£900-£1,000 per 
annum, pension scheme, congenial working 
conditions.—Box 7733, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


ONVEYANCING Manager (around {1,500 
p.a.) required by medium-size West End 
Permanent 
and congenial position, varied work. Suit 
youngish man desiring better himself.— 
Box 7483, Solicitors’ Journal, “font House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C 


gp mare managing clerk required (male 
or female) by South-East London Solicitors ; 
own office ; 
required ; 


minimum supervision or as 
Stenorette system; 3 weeks’ 
vacation; salary according to experience.— 
Box 7320, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.CA. 


RTSMOUTH Solicitors require Litigation 

Clerk mostly divorce. Good opening for 
right man. Salary by arrangement.—Box 
7700, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


i ene solicitor required in rapidly 
expanding practice in Willesden. Good 


sontee ar tg prospects to right man with good 
nowledge of conveyancing. Excellent com- 


mencing salary.—Box 7665, Solicitors’ 
ournal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
etter Lane, E.C.4. 
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APPOINTMENTS VACANT—continued 


ONDON, N.W.1.--Competent conveyancing 

clerk required able to deal with routine 
work without supervision.— Box 7678, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Solicitor 
mainly 


VOUTHEND-ON-SEA,— Assistant 

required for expanding practice 
conveyancing and probate. Opportunity for 
energetic young man. Prospects of partner- 
ship, salary by arrangement.—Write stating 
age and experience to Box 7116, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ERKSHIRE.—Newly qualified solicitor 

required as assistant in small general 
practice in busy market town.—Box 7348, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


OUTHEND-ON-SEA.—Solicitors 

Managing Clerk. Chiefly 
Salary by arrangement. 
Journal, Oyez House, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


require 
Conveyancing. 
Box 7498, Solicitors’ 
Breams Buildings, 


APPOINTMENTS WANTED 


ORTH WALES coast and Chester. London 
solicitor (31) M.A. (Oxon) seeks post in 
this area with view to early partnership. 
Varied experience. 30x 7775, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 


Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


( OLUNTARILY 


Disbarred Barrister 
Solicitors Final seeks 
(Consultant ?) with 


reading for 
congenial engagement 
high class firm Some capital available. 
Country preferred but not essential. 30x 
7493, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


VYOLICITORS with wide general 

sought by potential articled clerk 
to work hard in return for 
grounding. London or Provinces. 
to pay premium.—Box 7770, 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4 


practice 
Willing 
legal 
Prepared 
Solicitors’ 
Buildings, 


good 


yea 47, leaving senior appointment 
Colonial Legal Service mid-1962 invites 
enquiries view employment in private practice 
with prospects partnership or in estate manage- 
ment business within 120 miles London. 
Box 7717, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


ROBATE and _ Trust 

requires additional work. Probate papers, 
interim documents and estate winding up 
accounts prepared or estates fully administered 
without supervision.—Box 7651, Solicitors’ 
Journal, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, 
Fetter Lane, E.C.4., 


OLICITOR (37), at present head of Legal 

Department of large Group of Companies, 
used to negotiation and preparation of impor- 
tant commercial contracts, keenly interested 
in present and future developments in Western 
Europe, seeks position of responsibility in 
private practice, industry or merchant 
banking.—-Box 7741, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez 
House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


Managing Clerk 


OLICITOR, March Finalist, LL.B., age 29, 
seeks post, preferably in the North-east of 
England. Position preferred in which flair 
for advocacy and personality will be an 
advantage.—Box 7758, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 


E.C.4. 


Please mention ‘‘ 
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PRACTICES AND PARTNERSHIPS 


youn solicitor with own growing practice 
wishes to purchase small/medium size 
London practice from solicitor contemplating 
retirement in near future——Box 7771, 
Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


PREMISES, OFFICES, ETC. 


()' FICES for disposal in prominent part of 
N.W. suburb. Two large rooms. Newly 
fitted and decorated. Price £100 for 7-year 
lease at {260.—Box 7759, Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 
| RIGHTON/HOVE, 101 Western Road, 
Hove, Sussex. Office to let on ground 
floor adjoining Estate Offices, rent {2 p.w. 
Telephone’ service if necessary.—Apply 
SHAWS, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.I., “‘ Estate 
House,”’ 85 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1. 
Telephone Gerrard 5851. 


MORTGAGE FUNDS 


\ TE offer a specialised service re mortgage 

advances on Shop Properties, Factories 
and Houses over £10,000. Sums also available 
for Building and Industrial development.— 
MILLER SMITH AND PARTNERS, 139 Park 
Lane, W.1. Tel.: MAYfair 7081-4. 
QECOND Mortgage our speciality; £100- 
J £1,000 available for Owner occupiers or for 
use as a deposit in house purchase. {2 6s. 8d. 
monthly repayment on each £100 borrowed. 
Cranbrook Mortgage Bureau, Dept. C.F.7, 
49 Cranbrook Road, Ilford 3615 (3 lines). 


MORTGAGES 
PLAY SAFE——PUT IT IN THE HANDS OF 
PETER G. HIRSCH & CO., LTD. 
8 BRUNSWICK PLACE, HOVE 
Tel. : 71398/9 
Sussex Leading Mortgage Brokers 
MORTGAGE ADVANCES AND BUILDING FINANCE 
UP TO 100 PER CENT. 
BRIDGING FINANCE 
House PURCHASE FROM 54 PER CENT. 
Second Mortgages Any amount 


MORTGAGES 


INVESTMENT PROPERTIES 


First-class mortgages and finance facilities 
available 
Investment Properties and Second Mortgages 
our Specialities 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & CO., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILLY 
w.l 
GER. 1402 and 3 


BUILDING FINANCE 





BUILDING FINANCE 
AVAILABLE 


100 per cent of Building Cost up to 
60 per cent of Land Cost 
INTEREST OR PARTICIPATION 


Also conversion finance available 


LESLIE, MICHAEL & 
co., LTD. 


ARCHER HOUSE 
ARCHER STREET, PICCADILY 
W.l 
GER. 1402/3-2652 














PROPERTY FINANCE 


Short Term Bridging Finance 
available for 
Developments and Conversions 


Box 7629, Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, 
Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4 

















BUILDING LAND WANTED 


AND WANTED for housing. Home 

4 Counties. 2/50 acres. Agents retained 

and reinstructed. Planning applications and 

appeals undertaken.—_TRUE BOND HOMES, 

LTD., 342 Richmond Road, East Twickenham. 
(POP 6231). 


‘PROPERTY INVESTMENTS 


INVESTMENTS REQUIRED 

Aceves enquiries in hand for good-class 

shop investments, blocks of flats, freehold 
ground rents and weekly investments of all 
types.—Details in confidence to Cowdrey, 
Phipps & Hollis, F.A.L.P.A., Investment 
Department, 140 Park Lane, Marble Arch, W.1. 
MAY fair 1329 (2 lines). 


COSTS 





THE COSTS DEPARTMENT 
OF 
The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Ltd., 
is available to the profession for the 
prompt preparation of all 
BILLS OF COSTS 
by expert draftsmen. 

For full details apply The Manager, 
Costs Department, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 
(CHAncery 6855.) 











PRIVATE INQUIRIES 


IVORCE and general inquiries undertaken 

throughout London, Surrey, Middlesex by 
our own staff. Evictions and distress warrants 
executed. Certificated Bailifis. Southern 
Provincial Investigations, 45 Brighton Road, 
Surbiton, Surrey (Elmbridge 1032/4). Also at 
107 Hammersmith Road, London, W.14. 


PHOTOCOPYING 
PHOTOCOPYING FOR COUNTRY 
SOLICITORS 
Please note we can offer you excellent 
Photocopying of documents and quick service 
at the following rates : 
Quarto 10d. 
brief 1s. 5d. 
Subsequent copies approx. 20% reduction. 
LIGHTRING PHotocopy Service, Ltp., 
2 BarRnsBuRY Roap, Lonpon, N.1. 
Telephone: TERmrnus 1601. 


foolscap 1s. draft 1s. 3d. 
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FINANCIAL 





ABANDON DELAYS 


READY MADE 
COMPANIES 


(guaranteed ‘‘no trading’’) 


£2070: 0 wn 


(over 200 in stock) 

By Return of Post to Country or 
delivery immediately in London. 
Free draft on application. 
LEWIS, COATES & LUCAS, LTD 


LAW STATIONERS 
6-9 Surrey Street, Strand, W.C,2 


TEMple Bar 6927 (4 lines) 











A BARGAIN, £25 complete, brand new 
ready-made Co. Regns. Guaranteed no 
trading (England or Scotland); all trades 
available now, re > Property Dealing ; 
Mining/Quarrying; Garages; Electrical; 
Glass/China; Drapers ; Packers ; Plastics ; 
H.P. Finance ; Salvage ; Banking, Nominees ; 
Secretarial ; Stocks /Shares : Property ; Invest- 
ments ; Caravans, etc. (specially prepared for 
each trade). Write, phone or call (English 
Registrations) BUSINESS ECONOMY Co., 
Regns., Ltd. (Dept. 14), 156 Strand, London, 
W.C.2 (Tem. 8377/2294) ; (Scottish Registra- 
tions to 19 Walker Street, Edinburgh, 3, 
(Cal. 1167/9). Read “ Advantages of trading 
as a limited Company” (3/— post free). 
Ltd. Co. may save you mal tax. We 
also have seven days . Regn. service 
with your own choice of name {21 (plus 
stamp duty). 


TYPING, ETC. 


EGAL TYPING including STENORETTE, 
PHILIPS and ALL TAPE TRAN- 
SCRIPTIONS, Copying, Engrossing, Abstract- 
ing. DUPLICATING pro forma letters, 
drafts, etc. COMPLETIONS attended.— 
RUSHGROVE AGENCY, 563 Watford Way, 
London, N.W.7. MILI Hill 7242. 


per S and Engrossments expertly typed, 
hand engrossing, plans drawn or copied, 
multiple copying by special process, photo- 
copying; all expeditiously done in proper 
form and at moderate charges. On all copying 
problems, consult the yn Departments 
of The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, 
Ltd., Head Offices, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


PERSONAL 


ARRINGTON & CO., LTD., will give 

best prices for items of Jewellery, Silver 
and Gold sent for offer, or our representative 
will call to estimate for larger quantities. 
Valuations for Probate, Insurance, etc. 
130 Regent Street, London, W.1.—Tel.: 
RE G. 3727. 


q ARR ARD & co. LTD., Crown: “Jewellers, 
offer the highest prices for jewellery, silver 
and gold articles. Offers, without obligation, 
will be sent for consignments received at 
112 Regent Street, London, W.1. For larger 
quantities of silver, our buyers will visit you 
upon request. 


Please mention “ THe SoLicitors’ JOURNAL 
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AVIS OF PORT STREET, PICCADILLY, 

MANCHESTER, 1.—For fine furniture 
at manufacturers prices. Walk round our 
three large showrooms, which are open daily 
until6 p.m. (Wednesday and Saturday included). 
We are stockists of all the latest designs of 
furniture, carpets, mattresses, divans. 10-year 
guarantee. Also all domestic electrical equip- 
ment, etc. Special concession and credit 
facilities to members of the legal profession. 
Write to us for whatever you want—we can 
supply. No other introduction required. 
Tel.: CEN 0638. 


BINDING OF VOLUMES 


W HY not have your issues of THE SOLiciTors’ 
JourRNAL bound and preserve in permanent 
form those articles which are of lasting value 
to you? The Publishers can accept the 
issues for 1960 and earlier years for binding 
in Green or Brown, full cloth, titled on spine, 
at {1 13s. 6d. per volume, post free, or in Half 
Calf, titled on spine, at {2 8s. per volume, 
t free. Issues should be addressed to 
he Binding Dept., The Solicitors’ Journal, 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, 
E.C.4. 


VALUATIONS 





Tapestries ; Antique and Modern 
Oriental or European Carpets and Rugs 
valued for Insurance or Probate by 
internationally acknowledged connois- 
seurs and dealers established in London 
since 1907. Comprehensive reports and 
valuations can be augmented if desired 
by photography in colour. Yakoubian 
Bros. Ltd., 7 Milk Street, Cheapside, 
E.C.2. Tel.: Monarch 7255. 











Fg sag AND MODERN FURNITURE, 
Silver, Porcelain, Pictures, Books and all 
descriptions of Chattel pe ay tl VALUED 
FOR PROBATE, INSURANCE OR FAMILY 
DIVISION, or, if desired, included in specialised 
auction sales. Sales also arranged by tender 
or private yen Phas, I Son & Neale, 
7 Blenheim Street, New md Street, W.1. 
Telephone No. : MAY fair 2424. Est. 1796. 


EVERSIONS, LIFE POLICIES, ANNUI- 

TIES and UNQUOTED SHARES.— 
H. E. Foster and Cranfield, 6 Poultry, E.C.2, 
specialise in the valuation of these interests 
for probate purposes. Established 1843. 





TRADE VALUATIONS 
STOCKS & FIXTURES 


SALE OR PROBATE 


Extensive staff of expert valuers 
available at short notice 


ALL MAIN DISTRIBUTIVE 
TRADES 


ORRIDGE & CO. 

184 STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 

Telephone: TEMple Bar 9212/3 and 6340 
Branch offices in Lancashire, Yorkshire, 


Hampshire, Glamorgan and 
Warwickshire 


Members of leading professional bodies 


VALUERS SINCE 1846 











BOOKS AND PERIODICALS 

HE “ CORDEX” SELF-BINDING CASE 

specially designed to contain issues of 
Tue Soxricitors’ JouRNAL is now available 
price 14s., post free. Capacity 26 issues and 
index. Issues easily inserted or removed. 
The Solicitors’ Journal, Oyez House, Breams 
Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.4. 


NAMEPLATES 


AMEPLATES in bronze, brass or plastics ; 

Rubber Stamps; Sketches and estimates 
free.—Austin Luce & Company, 19 College 
Road, Harrow, Middlesex. Tel: HATch 
End 6680. 


NAMEP LATES in bronze, brass and plastic ; 
quotations and full size layout sent free ; 
signwriting a speciality. 
to Abbey Craftsmen, 
109a Old Street, 
CLE 3845. 


Please send wording 
Ltd., Abbey Works, 
London, E.C.1. Tel : 


INQUIRIES & PROCESS SERVING 


JROCESS SERVING and Inquiry Work 
undertaken. Efficient service, moderate 
charges and Country wide coverage. 
LAW & COMMERCIAL ENQUIRIES, LTD., 
Chansitor House, 38 Chancery Lane, London, 
W.C.2. CHAncery 6059 


TRANSLATIONS 


EGAL DOCUMENTS and other miscella- 
neous matter (French, German and 
Italian) ; accurate rendering mailed day work 
received. 
H. Verney Clayton, M.C., 
THE Woodlands, Market Rasen, Lincs. 


THE HAMILTON TRANSLATION 
SERVICE, LTD. 
c/o THe SoLicitors’ JOURNAL, 
Ovez House, 
3REAMS BUILDINGS, 
Fetrer Lane, E.C.4. 
We specialise in the translation of all legal 
documents and correspondence from and into 
48 Languages. 


STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 
SPENCER AND FASSETT 
Chartered Surveyors 
Expert STRUCTURAL SURVEYORS 


DETAILED INSPECTION MADE OF PROPERTIES 
FOR CLIENTS INTENDING TO PURCHASE AND 
STRUCTURAL SuRVEY REPORTS SUBMITTED 


122 High Road, N.W.10. WIL. 5348 


MISCELLANEOUS 


LD DEEDS. — Good prices given for old 

parchment deeds ; any quantity accepted, 
large or small. Please send full details to 
H. Band & Co., Ltd., Brent Way, High Street, 
Brentford, Middlesex. 


MORAVIAN MISSIONS 


Oldest Protestant Missionary Church: 1732 
First to the Jews: 1736 
First to send out Medical Missionaries: 1747 
First to work among Lepers: 1618. Actual Cures. 
Converts outnumber Home Membership by 3 to |. 
“The fine work of the Moravian Missionaries is known 
from Greenland to the Himalayas’’—The Times. 
LEGACIES AND lee GREATLY 





London Association in aid of Moravian eeatane 
32 Great Ormond Street, London, W.C.! 
Hon. Secretary : Doris E. Hunt 
Bankers : Williams Deacon's Bank Ltd. 
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PRIVATE INVESTIGATIONS 


BURR & WYATT 
LIMITED 
4 CLEMENT'S INN, STRAND, LONDON, W.C.2 
HOLborn 1982 (4 tines) of iabliahed 30 years 
3s 


? 
Association of British Detectives 
Associated American Detective Agencies 
Associate of Licensed Detectives of New York State 








Founded {884 


FLOWERDEW & CO. 


LIMITED 
Lew Agents, Translators and Stationers 
Every Business Aid for the Legal Profession 
HEAD OFFICES— 


The Gentlewomen’s Work 
and Help Society (Inc.) 


EsrasuisHep 1891 


requests your help to cover 





increasing costs of Students’ 





FINE JEWELS AND DIAMONDS 


Purchased at Highest Prices 
Valuations for Probate and Insurance 
BENTLEY & CO. 


65 New Bond Street, London, W.! (Mayfair 065!) 


73 Manor Road, Wallington, Surrey 
*Phone—WALLINGTON 4441-3 
Telegrams—" Flowerdew, Wallington, Surrey" 
LONDON OFFICES— 
3/4 CLEMENTS INN, STRAND, W.C.2 
*Phone—CHANCERY 5481-2 
and 


Training, Annuities for the 
elderly and the maintenance 
of the Needlecraft Depot 


Annual Report available on request to : 
The Secretary, 1 King Street, Ridgefield, 
Manchester, 2 








9 SOUTHAMPTON PLACE, W.C.! 
"Phone—HOLBORN 7178 



































COINS AND MEDALS 


COLLECTIONS OR SINGLE SPECIMENS 
BOUGHT AND SOLD 


VALUATIONS MADE 


A. H. BALDWIN & SONS, LTD. 


Robert St., Adelphi, W.C.2 TRAfaigar 2455 











LWwrens.. OF ANIMALS 


are asked to make a bequest to 


THE 





P. D. Ss. A. 





THE STAR & GARTER HOME 
For Disabled Sailors, Soldiers and Airmen 
PATRON ~- HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 
On average, nearly £30,000 is needed 
each year to meet the difference 
between known expenditure and 
dependable income. 

THE HOME, WHICH IS AN INDEPENDENT 
CHARITY, RELIES ON FURTHER LEGACIES 
TO FILL THIS GAP. 

Any additional information required is available from 


Patron: H.R.H. The DUCHESS OF KENT 
Founded in 1917 by Mrs M. E. DICKIN, C.B.E. 
Hon. Treasurer: The Re. Hon. LORD BRABAZON OF TARA, P.C., M.C. 


THE ONLY SOCIETY ESTABLISHED EXCLUSIVELY FOR THE 
FREE TREATMENT OF SICK ANIMALS WHOSE OWNERS 
CANNOT AFFORD PRIVATE VETERINARY FEES 


Nearly 1,000,000 Cases Treated Annually 


THE PEOPLE’S DISPENSARY FOR SICK ANIMALS 
P.D.S.A. House, Clifford Street, London, W.1. (Tel. REGent 6916) 


the Commandant ( Dept. S.J.) 
Star and Garter Home, Richmond, Surrey 





Incorporated by Special Act of Parliament 

















or Codicil or Covenant 


May we suggest to Legal or Financial Advisers that, when questions of their 
clients’ benefactions arise, the worthiness of The Royal Air Force Benevolent 
Fund may be wholeheartedly and deservedly commended. 


Briefly, The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund provides help to R.A.F. 
personnel disabled while flying or during other service. It assists the widows 
and dependants of those who lose their lives and helps with the children’s 
education. It gives practical assistance to those suffering on account of 
sickness and general distress. 


The need for help in nowise lessens in peace or war. Our immeasurable gratitude 
to that “Immortal Few” can hardly cease while memory itself endures. 


The Royal Air Force Benevolent Fund 


More detailed information will gladly be sent by The Hon. Treasurer, 
The R.A.F. Benevolent Fund, 67 Portland Place, London, W.1 
Telephone: LANgham 8343 
(Registered under the War Charities Act, 1940) 
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new approach to 
office furniture 


designed for 
comfort and efficiency 


superb workmanship 
flexible in use 


full range in choice 
of woods 


DESIGNED 
FOR 
TODAY 


New illustrated'brochure 

now available. 

Send for your copy today. 

The Solicitors’ Law 
Stationery Society, Ltd. 

Head Office and Showroom 
Oyez House, Breams Buildings 
Fetter Lane,EC4 CHA 6855. 
Northern Showroom 

28/30 John Dalton Street 
Manchester 


GOLDEN KEY office furniture from 


The Solicitors’ Law Stationery Society, Ltd. 
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ESTABLISHED 1845 


STOCKER « ROBERTS 


Surveyors - AUCTIONEERS - VALUERS 
31 LEWISHAM HIGH STREET, S.E.13 
34 BLACKHEATH VILLAGE, S.E.3 
9 DEVEREUX COURT, STRAND, W.C. 

Lee Green 2135 Let GREEN 2983 


HDS. STILES & Co. 


CHARTERED SURVEYORS 
CHARTERED AucTiONEERS & ESTATE AGENTS 
10 KING'S BENCH WALK, TEMPLE, E.C.4 

City 2946 and C “entral $356 
6 PAVILION BUILDINGS, BRIGHTON 

Brighton 23244 (4 lines) 

3 THE SIEYNE, WORTHING 
Worthing 9192/3 








AUCTIONEERS’ ANNOUNCEMENTS 


* The Solicitors’ Journal ’ 
Fridays May 26, 1961 








WARD, SAUNDERS & CO. 


L. B Saunders, F.Aj., F.C1.A. W.J. Allin, F.A.LP.A., 
F.V.A. W. J. Sims, F.A.L., FV. 
Auctioneers, Estate Agents, Surveyors and Valuers 


SURVEYS, VALUATIONS, SALES, LETTINGS, 
MORTGAGES, REQUISITION CLAIMS, COM- 
PULSORY PURCHASE, DILAPIDATIONS, ETC. 


ESTATE MANAGEMENT SPECIALISTS 
Bankers: Lioyds Bank Ltd. Barclays Bank Led. 
The Estate Offices 
298 and 299 Upper Street, London, N.! 


Telephones: CANonbury 2487-2488-2489 
Established over Half a Century 











EST. 188! TEL. Mon 1464, Syd 660! 


EASTMAN BROTHERS 
SURVEYORS and VALUERS 
ESTATE AGENTS 
Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
Plans and Specifications 
Estace Management in all areas 


HALIFAX HOUSE, 62/64 MOORGATE, E.C.2 











WATERER & DICKINS 


CHARTERED SURVEYORS, CHARTERED 
AUCTIONEERS & ESTATE AGENTS, #&ALUERS 


133 HIGH STREET, BROMLEY, KENT 


Telephone : RAVensbourne 0147/8 


Established 1843 


GEORGE LOVEITT & SONS 


A. GREAVES, F.A.J. G. W. M. LOVEITT, A.R.1.C.S., F.A.! 
W. R. SPENCER, F.A.L.P.A. A. R. POMFRET, F.A.I. 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, Valuers and Estate Agents 
Management of Town and Country Properties 
Inventories prepared Probate and Mortgage Valuations 
Rating Appeals and Compensation Claims 
29 Warwick Row, COVENTRY 
Telegrams : " Presto a Telephone : 30 3081 /2/3/4 


a TT 





FULLER 


8 ge Se Ga 


HORSEY 





AUCTIONEERS & VALUERS 
of PLANT, MACHINERY 


and FACTORIES 


Since 1807 





10 LLOYDS AVENUE 
LONDON E-C:-3 


TELEPHONE ROYAL 4861 


Rothbone 








| HARROW, 


| 








COLE, HICKS AND CHILVERS 


(Established over 80 years) 


Auctioneers, Estate Agents and Surveyors | 


Helena Chambers, 42 Broadway, Ealing | 


Telephone : Ealing 4014/5/6 


Gerrard 5853-3963 


SHAWS 


(J. H. W. Shaw, F.A.L.P.A., M.R.San.1., P.P.C.LA., F.V.L.) | 
ESTATE MANAGERS, SURVEYORS AND VALUERS | } 


Estate House, 85 Shaftesbury Avenue, W.1 
Also at 
149/151 Dulwich Road, Herne Hill, S.E.24. BRIxton 7866/7 
101 Western Road, Hove, 2, Sussex. Tel. 71231/2 


CORRY & CORRY 


D. A. W. WARE R. M. SAVAGE 


| Valuers, Surveyors, Auctioneers and Estate Agents | 


264-266 KENSINGTON HIGH ST., W.8 | 


Telephone : WEStern 9601 


Branches at 
EASTCOTE, 
AND ASHFORD 





“EST. 1813 


DEBENHAM STORR| 


AND 


LIMITED 


AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS- 


\ 


CLASSES OF PROPERTY i 
Sales held in two spacious Auction Rooms | i 
H daily, one being reserved for jewellery, silver | 
}and plated ware, watches, etc.; the 
jj other for furniture, pictures, bronzes, works || 
i) of art, carpets, guns, wine, furs, wearing |j 
apparel and personal effects 


| Valuations for Probate, Insurance and 
i other matters 





126 King Street, Garrick! 
) Street, London, W.C.2/ 


Telephone : TEMple Bar 118! & 1182 
Telegrams : “ Viewing’ London 








H.E. WINGFIELD & CO. 
BUYERS O} 
FINE STAMPS 


STAMPS VALUED 
FOR PROBATE AND 
INSURANCE PURPOSES 


ONE PENNS 
Call, write or ‘phone 
Miss R. Titford or Mr. A. L. Michael at 


392 STRAND. LONDON 


(OPPOSITE SAVOY HOTEL) 


Tel: TEMple Bar 4136 W.Cc2 
;reat t Britain by Tue Sour 
es and Canada The 


~~ Printed and published ix 


Agents—The United Stat Carswe 


Published Weekly, 1s. 9d 


1TORS' Law Stationery Society, Ltp 
Ce 
u 


Australasia Pty., Ltd., 140 Phillip Street, Sydne 


MATCH & CO. iro. 


A. A. ROSE, L. S. BRIMBLECOMBE, F.A.I., 
1. R. CRAMMOND 


14/15 COLLEGE CRESCENT, LONDON, N.W.3 


(nr. Swiss Cottage Station) 


Directors : 


Telephone : Primrose O11! (Private Exchange) 


KING & CO. 


Chartered Surveyors 
71 BISHOPSGATE, LONDON, E.C.2 
London Wall 720! (5 lines) 


725 GREEN LANES, LONDON, N.2I 
Laburnum 6633 (5 lines) 











Established 1843 
A. HORROX & SONS, F.A.I. 
72 Albion Street, Leeds, |! 
Chartered Auctioneers and Estate Agents 


Specialising in all matters appertaining to the Letting, 
Sale, Purchase and Valuation of Licensed Property 
Telephone : Leeds 24300 











RICKMANSWORTH, STAINES 


JOHNSON DYMOND| 


| SPECIALISTS IN THE SALE OF ALL i | 


Edward Talbot & Sons 


AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS 
AND ESTATE AGENTS 
C. PARRY, F.A.1. (Principal) 
15 CROSS STREET, MANCHESTER, 2 
Telephone: Blackfriars 3114 and 6996 


(ESTABLISHED 1899) 


HK. A. SHAW & PARTNERS 


(C. M. SPAGNOLETTI, F.A.I. 
R. T. FITZSIMMONS, F.A.L.) 


SURVEYORS AND VALUERS 
19 & 20 Bow Street, Covent Garden, W.C.2 
(Over Midland Bank) 

Tel.: COVENT GARDEN 2255 (4 lines) 


HOTELS AND RESTAURANTS 
HAMMERSLEY KENNEDY & CO. 


19 Hanover Square, London, W.| 
Telephone: MAY fair 6857 
have, since 1899, specialised in the sale and 
valuation of hotels and catering businesses to 
the exclusion of any other branch of estate 
agency. The partners are members of the 
leading professional bodies. 

















London and Home Counties 
SPECIALISTS FOR 100 YEARS 
VALUATIONS, SALES, 
PROPERTY MANAGEMENT 





Salter, Rex & Co. 


311 KENTISH TOWN ROAD, N.W:5 
GULliver 1085 (5 lines) 
24/7 HIGH HOLBORN, wW.c.! 
_NOLbers 4819 





Founded by the late Miss Smallwood 


work when occasion arises. 





SOCIETY FOR THE ASSISTANCE OF 


LADIES IN REDUCED CIRCUMSTANCES 


This Society is carrying on its much-needed work of helping poor ladies, many 
elderly and some great invalids. All gifts of money gratefully received. If you 
cannot give a donation now—please remember this work in your Will. 


The Society appeals to all members of the Legal Profession to remember this important 
Making cheques payable to— 


Miss Smallwood’s Society, Lancaster House, Malvern 


Patron: HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN 
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, Oyez House, Breams Buildings, Fetter Lane, London, E.C.4 
Toronto, 1, Canada ; 
N. M. Tripathi, Ltd., 
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Phone 
Australia and New Zealand: The 
164 Princess Street, Bombay 
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